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SCIPIO'S 


REFLECTIONS ON 


MONROEFs VIEW. 


No. I. 


I HAVE peruſed the publication of 


Mr. Monro, late Miniſter of the French 


Republic, which he has thought proper to 


Call “ A View of the conduct of the Execu- 


tive on the foreign affairs of the United 
States, connected with the miſſion of the 
French Republic, during the years 1794, 
5, 6, and which he has illuſtrated with his 


inſtructions and correſpondence, and other 
authentic documents. Having been ſuper- 


ceded by Mr. P1ncKxNer, the objects of the 
ex- miniſter are avowed to be, not merely to 
vindicate himſelf, or to retrieve his reputa- 


tion, from the unfavorable impreſſions which 
his diſmiſſion from office may have excited, 


B and 


2 S$Scrvto's Reflection: 
and to fix a cenſure on the late Preſident for 


his act, but principally to prove that the pre- 
ſent miſunderſtanding between the United 


States and the French Republic, and a rup- 
ture, ſhould it happen, are attributable not 


to the Directory of the French Republic, 


but to our Executive, whoſe policy during 


the whole of the European war is pronounc- 
ed by him to be injurious to our national 
character and intereſts, © {hort ſighted 
and bad.” This laſt is a very ſerious charge, 
but it is not now for the firſt time brought 
forward. It has been the conſtant purſuit of 
the French faction in our country to make 
this impreſſion on the public mind, and in 
every ſtate it has been at one time or other 
attempted That Mr. Mox ROE whole policy 
relative to France I am ready to admit has 
been at variance with the policy of the late 
Preſident from the commencement of his 
miniſterial functions to the time of his recall: 
that Mr. Mo Rox, who it is not to be denied 
has been as true to his party as he could 
Have been wiſhed, ſhould return to his native 
country and endeavour to revive this anti- 
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quated complaint, has excited in me no ſur- 
priſe. Being diſcarded by the adminiſtra- 
tion, no alternative remained but to endea- 
vor to ſtand well with the oppoſition from 
whom he had never ſeparated during the 
whole of his public employment. It will 
not be pretended to have been poſſible for 
him to have ſerved with fidelity the execu- 
tive and the oppoſition faction at the ſame 
time; and which he ſerved the documents 
fully evince. A man cannot at the fame 
time ſerve God and mammon. This was 
the difficult ſtation in which the late Miniſ- 
ter to France was placed, and the obvious 
courſe which he ſhould have taken to have 
diſpelled the difficulties was either to have 
reſigned his office, and adhered to the policy 
of his party, or to have abandoned his par- 
ty and ſincerely joiffed his. endeavours in 
promoting the policy of the Executive, He 
did neither; but remaining in office his 
views were directed not by the policy of 
neutrality and independence, with regard to 
all nations which governed, the Preſident, 
but by a policy which ſhould place our gov- 
bo ernment 
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ernment under the care and protection of 
France; a policy that would have confided to 
the generoſity of France our claim upon Great 
Britain and Spain; a policy that degraded 


this country in the eyes of that Republic, as 


it tended to put the very being of the nation 
under its power, and to reduce us to the 
humble and helpleſs condition of Batavia. 
This is the view which the documents pub- 
liſhed by Mr. Monroe have preſented to my 
mind, to ſome of which I ſhall particularly 
refer in the courſe of the obſervations which 
they have ſuggeſted. From which it will 
appear that Mr. Monroe ought to have 
been ſooner recalled, and it was the invaria- 
ble and ſincere endeavour of the Executive 
to , preſerve the beſt poſſible terms with 


France conſiſtent with the peace and inde- 


pendence of this country. 

But let me firſt inquire upon what prin- 
ciple compatible with an honorable diſ- 
charge of his duty a ſuperceded miniſter is 
warranted of his own accord in expoſing to 


a foreign nation from whence he has been 
f | remov ed, 
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removed, and to the world, the confidential 
communications of his own nation? Ts it 
not a violation of the faith upon which he 
undertook his office? If upon the diſmiſſion 
of every public miniſter, one conſequence is 
to be, the publication of the moſt private 
tranſactions of the nation, the valuable pur- 
poſes of diplomatic agents for preſerving the 
peace and promoting the good of ſociety can- 
not be attained. To attain theſe, each na- 
tion will diſcloſe to its own agents the means 
which it deems the moſt adviſable to be uſed 
relative to its own intereſts, and for one na- 
tion to publiſh theſe while all the other na- 
tions conceal their own, muſt place the for- 
mer upon an unequal and diſadvantageous 
ground with them all. When a public of- 
ficer quits an office, whether voluntarily or 
involuntarily, he is not at the ſame time dif- 
charged from all the obligations which had 
been impoſed upon him in the courſe of of- 
ficial duty. If facts or public documents be- 
came known to him, by reaſon of his office, - 
in confidence that they ſhould remain undif- 
cloſed, his obligations to ſecrecy continue the 

Ba- ie ' fame, 
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ſame, whether he is in or out of office. The 
knowledge is communicated in the firſt in- 
ſtance upon an implied promiſe to obſerve . 
ſecrecy until permiſſion ſhall be granted to 
divulge. No permiſhon was aſked by Mr. 
MoNRos to publiſh the confidential correſpon- . 
dence between the Preſident of the United 
States and their Miniſter in France, and in 
doing this he appears to me to have commit- 
ted a breach of duty for which he merits a 
more examplary puniſhment than the ſilent 
diſapprobation of the good and faithful. 


What good at this juncture could the pub- 
lication of theſe private documents promote? 


From what motive has the publication 
proceeded? Was it deſigned to aid or to em- 
barraſs thoſe meaſures of peace and concilia- 
tion with the French Republic, which are 
now in execution? Whatever may have 
been the motive I am happy in knowing, that: 
if an offence has been committed which de- 
| ſerves to be puniſhed, there is a conſtitution- 
al mode of obtaining juſtice to the United 
States, and of deterring others from a ſimilas 
miſbehavior. 
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| miſbehavior. To the conſideration. of the 
proper authority, I ſhall therefore leave this 
illicit and unjuſtifiable proceedure. | 


| SCIPIO. 
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No. II. 


T HE reflections ariſing out of the au- 
thentic documents annexed to MoxROR“s 
« View,” which I ſhall preſent to the public, 
will relate principally to his diplomatic con- 
duct. I might ſay that the general tenor of 
his actions, from the beginning to the end of 
his miſſion, no leſs ſervile to the ruling pow- 
er of France, than diſreſpectful, if not diſo- 
bedient, to the Executive of the United 
States, furniſhed ſufficient cauſe for his recall. 


But I prefer ſtating particular inſtances 
of miſconduct, and fhall refer to the docu- 


ments which prove them, this being the fair- 
eſt mode of examining the ſubject. 

The inſtances that have appeared to me 
moſt reprehenſible, may be ſpecified as fol- 
lows : 


Firſt—He repreſented to the committee 
of public ſafety, that he was not inſtructed 
to complain of the decree, which, diſpenſing 
with ſome articles of the treaty of amity and 
commerce, was attended with the moſt ruin- 

ous 
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ous effects on the American commerce; and 
on a proper view of the proceedings of the 
Executive, this repreſentation will be found 
unauthorifed and erroneous. 


Secondly— Without any thing to warrant 
” his opinion, he informed the committee of 
public ſafety, that he well knew, that if upon 
conſideration, after the experiment made, it 
ſhould be their opinion, that it produced any 
ſolid good to the Republic, to diſregard the 
23d and 24th articles of the treaty, the A- 
merican government and his countrymen 
would not only bear with the departure with 
patience but with pleaſure. 


Thirdly—He frequently repreſented in po- 
fitive terms to the committee of public ſafety, 
that Mr. Jay's miſſion was reſtrained to on- 
ly two objects; to demand a compenſation 
for ſpoliations, and ſurrender of the Weſtern 
Poſts—whereas, his inſtruQtions ſtated the 
matter differently, informing him that the 
motives of the miſſion were to obtain com- 
penſation for ſpoliations and a ſurrender of 

the 
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the Weſtern Poſts, but not that his powers 
were limited to thoſe objects only. 


Fourthly-He promiſed to the committee 
of public ſafety, indiſcreetly, unneceſſarily, 
and improperly, to communicate to them the 
contents of the treaty negociated by Mr. Jay 
with Great Britain, ſo ſoon as they ſhould be 
known to him ; and before the treaty could 
poſſibly be ſent to the Preſident, and be ei- 
ther ratified or rejected, he ſent a ſpecial 
meſſenger to London, to obtain a copy, for 
the expreſs purpoſe of ſubmitting it to the 
ruling power in France, and pertinaciouſly 
refuſed information of the contents of the 


. treaty, unleſs with a permiſſion to commu- 


nicate them according to his promiſe, to the 
committee of public ſafety. 


Fifthly—He encouraged the French Re- 

public in a project to obtain by loan, a ſum 
of money from the United States, to enable 
it to proſecute the war; a meaſure which 


his inſtructions poſitively forbid : which 


would inevitably have drawn them from a 
ſtate 
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ſtate of neutrality, and would have rendered 
them dependant on the fortunes of France, 


to which, from that time, they would have 


been inſeparably united. 


Sixthly—He neglected for a long ſpace of 
time, to uſe with ſincerity, diligence and pru- 
dence, the means which were put in his 
power by the Preſident, for ſatisfying the 
Directory of. France, that the commercial 
treaty. with Great Britain was proper and ne- 
ceſſary for the peace and proſperity of the 
Vnited States, and did not impair any prior 
obligations with France, or any other na- 
tion, and did not proceed from any motives. 
unfriendly to France, as had been unwiſely 
and wickedly miſrepreſented on both ſides 
the water, and that it was the invariable and 


_ anxious determination of the Executive, to 


preſerve the moſt friendly intercourſe * 


tween the two Republics. 


Let theſe various acts of miſconduct be 
connected, and they lay a ſolid foundation 
for the meaſure which diſmiſſed Mr. Mod ROoR 

from 
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from public ſervice, and create a murmur a- 
gainſt the late Prefident, for his long for- 
bearance. I ſhall proceed to examine them 
with the light of the documents, for it is by 
them only that the mind, inquiſitive after 
truth, will be preſerved from the path of 
deception. 
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No. III. 

Op the 24 of Auguſt, 1794, Mr. 
Mom Rok arrived at Paris, the ſucceſſor of 
Mr. G. Morr1s, who had imprudently diſ- 
pleaſed the Republic, and who for that rea- 
ſon, at the requeſt of the committee of ſafe- 
ty, had been recalled. He carried with him 
ample teſtimony of the ſincere good will of 
all the departments of the government of 
the United States to the French nation, and 
to the Revolution in which it was engaged. 
On the 14th of Auguſt, he was admitted in- 
to the hall of the convention, when he pre- 
ſented his credentials, and delivered the de- 
clarations of the Senate and Houſe of Rep- 
reſentatives, with which he was charged, and 
at the ſame time aſſured the convention that 
the Preſident was actuated by ſimilar ſenti- 
ments. In giving an account of this tranſ- 
action, on the 25th of the ſame month, he 
writes thus The communication was re- 
ceived in a manner very intereſting, and 
which furniſhed at the ſame time the ſtrong- 

C e.tſt 
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eſt proof of the affection entertained by the 
French nation for the United States of Amer- 
ica, The encloſed No. 3, is a copy of my | 
addreſs to the Convention, and of the Pre- 
ſident's anſwer. Every department has 
ſince ſhewn the ronge/t diſpoſition to prove 
its attachment to their ally, by embracing 
every opportunity which the lighteſt inci- 
dent has offered.” (page 17.) This dif- 
poſition, ſo propitious to America, when his 
miniſterial functions were commenced,cannot 
be attributed to him, as he ſeems to wiſh his 
readers to believe ; for as yet he had only 
been received or acknowledged: nor is it 
conſiſtent with what he ſtates in his view, 
when he ſays, that he found on his arrival 
<« that the work of alienation and diſunion 
had been carried further than he had before 
ſuſpected, and © that things were in a train 
for an entire ſeparation of the two coun- 
tries” —(page 7.) It is remarkable that 
Mr. Mox Rox did not intimate to the execu- 
tive any diſſatisfaction of the French Coun- 
cils with the American Adminiſtrauon, until 

in 
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in his letter of the 12th of Febuary, 1795, 
more than fix months after his arrival, when 
be bad occaſion to apoligize for ſome of his 
miſdoings, which had been reprimanded by 
the executive on the ad of December, 1794. 
No ſuch thing is to be found in his letters da- 
ted 19th September, 16th October, yth 


November, .2oth November, or 2d Decem- 
ber, 1794. I cannot therefore . but think 
that Mr. Monros has not in his book rep- 
reſented with candor the diſpoſitions of 


France during the firſt months of his miſſion, 
and that he is ſtill more in the wrong when 


he arrogates to himſelf the merit of impreſſ- 
ing the Convention with ſentiments of mod- 
eration and juſtice towards the United States. 


The favorable diſpoſitions of the Republic 


proceeded from the State of public affairs at 
that time. Rabeſpierre and the faction of 
terroriſts had been juſt cut off; the armies 
were every where victorious ; and thus ſe- 
curs at home, and proſperous abroad, a ſpi- 
rit of moderation and equity prevailed in the 

Convention for a little while, and was peryad- 


ing France : beſides, there was a real want of 


proviſions. 
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proviſions. Under ſuch circumſtances, it 


was impoſſible not to obtain promiſes of ſatis- 
faction for all our juſt complaints, as well as 
a removal of the cauſes from whence they 
had ariſen: and thus the alterations for the 
better, which took place at this period, were 
the natural reſult of public events, and not 
the conſequence of our miniſter's ere 
as he moſt vainly pretends. 


The firſt act of miſconduct which I have 
propoſed to illuſtrate, is, that he repreſented 
to the committee of public ſafety that he was 
not inſtructed to complain of the decree of May 
1793, which, diſpenſing with ſome of the arti- 
cles of the Treaty of amity and commerce, 
was attended with the moſt ruinous effects 
on the American commerce. This is imme- 
diately connected with the ſecond—his in- 
formation to the committee, that he well 
knew, that if upon experience it ſhould be 
their opinion that it produced any ſolid good 
to the Republic to diſregard thoſe articles of 


the Treaty, the American Government and 


his countrymen would not only bear with 


the 
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the departure with patience, but with pleaſ- 
ure. Theſe are ſo united in the documents, 


that they ſhall be confidered together. 


A decree of the French Republic had 
been made in May, 1793, authoriſing the 
ſeizure of enemy's property in neutral veſſels, 
which was in force when Miniſter Monro, 
arrived in Paris, and under which the Ameri- 
cans had ſuffered and were ſuffering much 
vexation and injury in their commerce. His 
predeceſſor it appears by ſeveral letteis of 
the Secretary of State, had remonſtrated 
againſt it, and was endeavouring to produce 
a repeal of it when he was ſuperceded ; and 
not only the exiſtence of the decree, but the 
ruinous effects of it, were notorious from 
one end of the Continent to the other. Up- 
on this ſubject the Secretary of State wrote 
to Mr. Moxroz on the 1oth of June, as fol- 
lows , © But you will go farther, and inſiſt 
upon compenſation for the captors and ſpoli- 
ations of out property, and injuries to the 
perſons of our citizens by French cruiſ- 
ers'—(page 5) ; and on the zoth of July, 
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as follows: © The caſes of ſpoliation and 
vexation from the French cruiſers on our 
trade, I again moſt earneſtly recommend to 
your anxious attention. Mr. Fauchet has 
promiſed to forward a recommendation of 
them to his government. You will do well 
to preſs the principle without delay; and if 
doubts are entertained as to facts, put the 


ſubjects into a train fer the moſt early de- 


ciſion. The French Republic will ſurely 
never. ſuffer us to be plundered by their 
citizens; and that we have greatly ſuffered 
by their plundering, the papers accompany- 
ing this letter, if they be true, manifeſt. 
We are not leſs diſturbed at the conduct con- 
cerning the embargo at Bourdeaux. If the 


account brought hither lately by one of the 


captains who were detained there be genu- 
ine, the promiſe of compenſation has been 
illufory only. You are therefore again 
charged to make this allo your ſpecial and 


immediate buſineſs ; and to preſs the rights 


of our citizens in a manner which indicates 
that we cannot wave the juſtice due to us. In 
ſhort, ſir, it is the expreſs inſtruction of the 

Preſident, 
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Preſident, that you diligently inquire into 
every inconvenience to which our trade has 
been ſubjected, and to remonſtrate ſtrongly 
upon them, and repreſent the facts to us ful- 
ly and minutely. Had not Mr. Mon xls ſo 
ſtrenuouſly preſſed the affair of the ſhip Lau- 


rens, of Charleſton, which is committed to 


your care, I would repeat here all the circum- 
ſtances. | But theſe may be obtained as well 


from Mr. Morx1s, as from the French ar- 


chives. The decrees upon which the conduct 
of the French Republic was founded in this 
caſe, which I note particularly on account of 
thoſe. decrees, have alſo been remonſtrated 
againſt by Mr. Mozzrs, and I queſtion whe- 


. ther much matter can be added to his obſerva- 


tions. But ſuch of thoſe decrees as tend to the 
condemnation of the Laurens, are groſs viola- 


tions of our rights. — Vou no doubt will have 
reſumed this ſubjeck immediately on your 


arrival, and you are at liberty to ſpeak in a 
firm and deciſive tone, taking care to avoid 
offence, or in any degree to weaken the 
friendſhip between the two countries 


age 55.) 
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With theſe inſtructions, it is evident how 


the Miniſter ſhould have conducted himſelf. 


Let us next inquire what was his conduct; 


whether, as I have ſtated, he did repreſent to 


the committee, that he was not directed to 
complain of the decree contravening the trea- 
ty of amity and commerce, and whether he 
informed the committee that his government 
and countrymen would bear with patience 


and wich pleaſure a departure from the Trea- 


ty, if fuck was the intereſt of France, 
$CIPIO. 
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No. IV. 


| I T appears, that on the zd of Septem- 
ber, he preſented to the committee of public 


ſafety his firſt ſtate paper, in which he re- 


queſts payment of the claims of our citizens 


for fupplies, compenſation for the embargo 


at Bourdeaux, and for the injuries to our 
commerce in conſequence of the departure, 
on the part of France, from the 23d and 
24th articles of the treaty. This laſt he urges 
by many pertinent remarks, ſhewing it the in- 
tereſt of France to repeal the decree, but con- 
cludes with declaring he is not inſtructed 
to complain of or requeſt the repeal of the de- 
cree authoriſing a departure from thoſe ar- 
ticles. His words are It is my duty to 
obſerve to you, that I am under no inſtrue- 
tion to complain of or requeſt a repeal of the 
decree authoriſing a departure from the 23d 
and 24th articles of the treaty of amity and 
commerce ; on the contrary, I well know, 
that if upon conſideration, after the experiment 
made, you ſhould be of opinion that it produces 
wy 
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any ſolid benefit to the Republic, the American 
government, and ny countrymen in general, 
will not only bear the departure with patience, 
but with Meaſure” —(page 34- 5 


On the 16th of O&ober he preſented an- 
other note, in which he conciſely mentions 
the ſame ſubject, three ſubjects, and of the 
- contravention of the treaty he merely ſays, 
Nor ſhall I add any thing upon the third 
point to change the prineiple upon which. I 


reſted it“ (page 63.) This principle had 
been declared to be, that it was the intereſt 


of France to repeal the decree, and to con- 


form to the treafy ; but if the committee 


thought otherwiſe, the United States would 
bear with pleaſure whatever loſſes and vexa- 
tions the citizens ſhould ſuffer in their com- 


merce under the operation of the decree. 


Mr. MonRox, on the 7th November, 
before which time he had received Secreta- 
ry RanvoLen's letter of the 3oth July, 
wrote to the Secretary as follows: I felt 
extremely embarraſſed how to touch again 
their infringement of the treaty of commerce; 
whether 
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whether to call on them to execute it, or 
leave the queſtion on the ground on which I 
had at firſt placed it. You deſired me in 
your laſt to conteſt with them the principle; 
but yet this did not amount to an inſtruction, 
nor even convey your idea that it tuould be ad- 
uſable to demand of them the execution of thoſe 
articles. Upon full conſideration, therefore, - 
I concluded that it was the molt ſafe and 
ſound policy to leave this point where it was 
before, and in which I was the more con- 
firmed by ſome circumſtances that 
terwards diſcloſed. 


6 The day after this laſt communication 
was Preſented I received a letter from the 
committee, aſſuring me that the ſubject en- 
groſſed their entire attention, and that an an- 
ſwer ſhould be given as ſoon as poſſible; and 
a few days after this I was favoured with 
another, inviting me to a conference at 12 
the next day. I attended and found only 
the three members of the diplomatic branch 
of the committee preſent, Merlin de Douay, 


Thuriot and Treilhard. Merlin commenced, 
by 
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by obſerving, that I had adviſed and preſſed 


them to execute the 23d and 24th articles of 


the treaty of amity and commerce; that 


they were perſuaded their compliance wonld be 


 wſeful to us, but very detrimental to them; it 


would likewiſe be diſtreſſing for Frenchmen 
to ſee Britiſh goods protected by our flag, 
whilſt it gave no protection to theirs ; and 
after making other comments, he finally 
came to this point Do you inſiſt upon our 


executing the treaty? I replied, I had noth- 


ing new to add to what I had already ſaid on 
that head. —Treilhard ſeemed ſurpriſed at 
the reply, and expreſſed a wiſh that I 


would declare myſelf frankly on the ſubject. 


I told him I was ſurpriſed at his remark, 


ſince I had not declared myſelf frankly but 


liberally. We then paſſed from the point 
of demand to a more general diſcuſſion of 
the policy in France to execute the treaty, 


and in which I urged, that if ſhe conſidered 


her own intereſt only, ſhe ought not to heſ- 


fitate, ſince it gave her the command'of 


neutral bottoms, and under the protection 
of their own flag to ſupply her wants, with 
= other 
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other conſiderations which had been before 
preſſed in my. notes that were before them. 
I was however brought back twice again to 
the queſtion, do you inſiſt upon or de- 
mand it? I found tilt a poſitive and for- 
mal declaration on this point was the ſoles 
object of the interview; and as I perceived 
that ſomething was intended to be founded on 
it, either now or hereafter, if given in the af. 
firmative, I was the more reſolved to avoid it, 
and to adhere to the ground I had already tak- 
en. I therefore repeated my declaration, and in 
the moſt explicit terms, that I was not inſtructed 
by the Preſident to inſiſt on it, nor did I inſiſt on 
it. That their compliance would certainly be 
highly beneficial to my country, but that in 
my obſervations I had conſidered the pro- 
polition merely in relation to France, and 
wiſhed them to do the ſame, ſince I was fat- 
inn that the true intereſt of France diQat- 
ed} the meaſure. They all expreſſed an at- 
tachment to us; ſpoke much of the difficul- 


ty of their ſituation, and of the peculiar del- 


" hut in adopting, in the preſent ſtate of the 
* mind, any meaſure which might be 
D conſtrued 
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conſtrued as eventually favouring England, CC 
and thus the conference ended. m 
In revolving on the ſubje& ever — 7 
have been doubtful, whether the ſolicitude 2 
ſhewn to draw from me a deciſive anſwer h, 
to the queſtion whether I inſiſted or de- 8 
manded of them to execute the articles of 7 
the treaty, was merely intended as the ba- n 
ſis of their own act complying with it, and 
a juſtification for themſelves, in ſo doing, or 
as a ground to call on us hereafter in the Pe 
proſecution of the war againſt England to fc 
fulfil the guarantee. I was at the mo- p. 
ment of the diſcuſſion in the committee of di 
the latter opinion ; but I muſt confeſs, upon a Al 
more general view of all circumſtances that v 
have paſſed under my obſervation ſince my tl 
arrival, that I am at preſent inclined to be of p 


the former. I rather think as there is 
oppoſition to the meaſure, and it would M 
mence an important change in their ſyſ%us | 
and might alſo be conſtrued into a-partiality A | 
for England (a nation by no means in favor * 
here) that a dread of denunaation in the 
| courſe 
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courſe of events ſuggeſted it. Be this as it 
may, I am perfectly ſatisfied it would be impol- 
itic to demand it, ſince the refuſal would weak- 
en the connection between the two countrics, 
and the compliance upon that motive might per- 
haps not only produce the ſame effect, but like- 
wife excite a diſpoſition to preſs us on other | 
points, upon which it were better in avoid any 


diſeuſſion” —(page 58.) 


This letter appears to me to contain too im- 
portant information tobe abridged, and there- 
fore it has been ſo largely quoted. It not only 
proves that Mr. Mod Rox perſiſted in not 
demanding an execution of the 23d and 24th 
articles, but that he did -worſe; he agreed 
with the committee of public fafety that 
thoſe articles might be diſregarded on the 
part of France. Moreover it furniſhes con- 


fare at this day carried on by the French 
public, originated from an opinion that 


five proof that the ſyſtem of commercial 
5 


* the people of the United States would bear 


with, patience, and even with pleaſure, what- 
ever loſſes it ſhould occaſion, provided the 
| good 
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good of France ſhould be promoted; an 


opinion that the miniſter of the United 


States, of his mere motion, ſuggeſted, and 
endeavored to impreſs on the mind of France. 
I have heard it frequently ſaid, that the un- 
juſt and- injurious meaſures of the French 
Republic towards our commerce, were re- 
commended, were adviſed, were induced by 
certain characters who compole and lead the 
French faction in the United States. I had 
doubted this, but ſince I have read this let- 
ter, no doubt remains. In vain ſhall Mr. 
Mox Ro, or his co-adjutors, endeavor 20 
perſuade the intelligent part of the commu- 
nity, that the injuries we daily feel from the 


hand of France proceed entirely from their 


diſſatisfaction on account of the Britiſh trea- 
ty. I ſay ĩt proceeds from the opinion which 
has been inculcated with induſtry, that the 
great body of the American people are 4 


blindly attached to the French Republigg-. 
that they will not complain of any thing 


that France can do to them, and that their 
love to republicaniſm will never permit them 
to reſent any meaſures that France may 


chooſe 
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chooſe to take to promote its welfare. In 
ſhort, to a belief of the Directory (as Mr, 
Mod Ron expreſſes it) that if upon conſider- 
ation after experiment made, the French 
ſhould be of opinion that a departure of the 
treaty would produce any ſolid benefit to the 
Republic, the American gavernment and the 
people in general, would not only bear the de- 
parture with patience, but with pleaſure. 


I cannot quit this ſubject without a ſhort 
review of Mr. MonRoz's conduct, as pre- 
ſented by the documents that have been ci- 
ted.—It appears he had originally, of his 
own accord, in his firſt written communica- 
tion, informed the committee of public ſafe- 
ty, that he was not inſtructed to complain 
of their departure from the treaty, and if 
they found | it their intereſt to eontinue to do 
ſo, his countrymen would bear it with plea- 
ſure. He repeated the ſame idea in ano- 
ther ſolemn communication afterwards, at a 
conference with the members charged with 
diplomatic concerns; he is informed“ that 


they were perſuaded their compliance would 


| D 2 | be 
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be ufeful to the United States, but very det- 
rimental to them ;** and is afked whether 
he infiſted on their executing the treaty, ta 
which he replied he had nothing new to add 


to what he had already faid on that head. 
This was an explicit conceſhon on his part, 


ſo far as he could concede, that the treaty in 


certain particulars need not be regarded: it 
was more; it was a compact or agreement 
between him and the committee, that thoſe 
articles might be diſregarded. Whenhe had 
condeſcended to inform the committee, that 
if a departure from- the treaty, on experi- 
ment, turned out to the advantage of the Re- 


public, it would not be complained of, but 


borne with pleaſure by the United States ; 
and when the committee informed him 
* they were perſuaded their compliance 
would be detrimental to France, to which. 
he replied, that he bad nothing more to add, 
it ſeems to me that a contract, complete in 
all its parts, was formally made; a contract, 
however not admitted to be binding on the 
United States, becauſe there is no evidence 
that it was within the compaſs of the powers 

committed 
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committed to Mr. Monroe ; but on the con- 
trary, to have been not only unauthoriſed, 
but contrary to the part which he was in- 
ſtructed to act relative to this ſubject. I 
ſhould not be ſurpriſed, however, if France 
ſhould take it as a baſis for juſtifying the 
ſpoliations and injuries done to our com- 
merce ; for it furniſhes a better excuſe than 
I ſuppoſed exiſted. 


SCIPIO, 


= 
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No. V. 


AT molt of this tranſaction am not 
aſtoniſhed, as it may have proceeded from 
violent prejudice in favor of France, from a 


diſregard of the opinions of the Executive, 
and a deſire to appear all-important in the 


eyes of his favorite nation; but I am aſton- 
iſhed to find, that while Mr. Mo Ron inſiſts, 
and inſiſts with great ſtrength of reaſoning, 
that a compliance with the Treaty would be 
highly beneficial to France, and equally ben- 
| eficial to the United States, that he did not 

demand a compliance. Both countries being 
intereſted in its execution, it was inexcuſa- 
ble not to have demanded it. But He at- 
tempts to excuſe himſelſ, by ſaying he was a- 
fraid France would have in turn demanded 


a compliance with the guarantee ſtipulation. | 


This was a vain fear ; France knew well 
that the caſus fœderis had not occurred, and 
in the ſtate of the preſent war and of public 
affairs, that ſuch a demand could not be 
made with juſtice or reaſon,—Above all, Mr. 

Moxzog 
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Monrosz ſhould have borne in mind that 
his country is always animated with the pu- 
reſt ſentiments of honor and good faith, 
and always ready to meet the claims of .fo- 
reign nations, and by theſe principles to try 
them, He ſhould have reflected that at the 
helm of American affairs was placed a man 
who well underſtood the intereſts of his 
country, as well as the extent of the nation- 
al engagements; and he ſhould not have 
preſumed to negle& or counteract the obvi- 
ous intentions of the Executive. From 


whence did Mr. Monroe take up the no- 


tion that he was not to complain of the de- 
cree contravening the treaty ? His prede- 
ceſſor remonſtrated againſt it; the injuries 
ariſing from it had reached every part of the 
continent ; it was neither the will of the 
Preſident or of the people that they ſhould 
be continued ; wherefore, then, did he en- 
courage France to continue the ſyſtem of 
perfidy and depredation ? Why did he debaſe 
his country at the feet of France, by telling 
the Republic to trample on our commerce, 


and we would ſmile under our indignities 
and 


34 nn 
and loſſes? What offence had his country 
dane him, that he ſhould take this ſevere re- 
venge? Why ſhould its miniſter proſtrate it 
in the duſt by a declaration no leſs abject 
than pernicious—by a policy which, while it 
expoſed: the United States to utter contempt, 


became the ſource of preſent and I fear of 


future ills. 


” Theſe inſtances of miſconduct being fully 
evident, let us next ſee what the Prefident 
did when they became known to him. It is 
to be lamented he had not then diſplaced 
him. He only reprimanded him, as ap- 
pears in his letter dated 2d. December, in the 
following terms: In your letter you ſay 
that you have not been inſtructed to deſire 
a | repeal of the decree which violated the 
23d and 24th articles of the Treaty of com- 


merce z that you did not know but it had 


been tolerated from the ſoundeſt motives of 
political expedience, leſt the demand for the 
reſcinding it might produce a call for the 
guarantee. Indeed you have gone further; 
having declared in your memorial that you 

were 
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be no leſs diſagreeable, and conſequently, that 
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were under no inſtructions to complain of 
or requeſt the repeal of the decree authori- 
fing a departure from thoſe articles, and 
that if upon re- conſideration, after the ex- 
periment be made, the committee of public 
fafety ſhould be of opinion that it produces 
any ſolid benefit to the French Republic, the 
American government, and your country- 
men in general, would not only bear the de- 
parture with patience, but with pleaſure.” . 


The fourth head of injury ſtated in your 
letter, ſhews that you were poſſeſſed of ca- 
fes which turned entirely upon the impropri- 
ety of the decree, and ſuch too was certain- 
iy the fact. Now, without the abrogation 
of the decree, ſo far as i reſpected thoſe ca · 
ſes, the redreſs which you were inſtructed to 
demand could not be obtained. In truth, 
there was no cauſe or pretence for afking re- 
lief but upon the ground of that decree hav- 


ing violated the Treaty. Does not this view 


lead to the inevitable concluſion, that the de- 
cree, if operative in future inſtances, would 


its 
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its operation in future inſtances ought to be 


prevented, a circumſtance which could be 


accompliſhed only by a total repeal? The pa- 
pers of the ſhip Laurens contained a refer- 
ence to one or more repreſentations of Mr. 
"Morris againſt the decree; fo that the bu- 
ſineſs had been actually broken to the French 
government. Neither theſe repreſentations, 
-nor yet your application appears to have 
ſuggeſted a requiſition of the guarantee. 


But, my good fir, let theſe things be as 
they will, was it neceſſary to intimate that 
an indifference prevailed in our government 
as to theſe articles, by a declaration that you 


were not inſtructed to complain of the de- 


cree? I confeſs I am unappriſed of the data 
upon which ſuch an opinion could be found- 
ed; and undoubtedly the Preſident himſelf 
-would not undertake that the people of the 
United States would bear with patience a 
departure from ſtipulations which are gene- 
rally believed to be MOR to us.“ — 
(page r1&):.:... .:46 / 
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It is true it happened ſoon after this, in 
January, 1795, that the French Republic 
ſaw cauſe to repeal the decree, and perhaps 
this occaſioned: the Preſident to take no fur- 


ther notice of the miſconduct of the Miniſter 


relative to this ſubject. But ſurely after 
reading the foregoing documents, few will 
pretend that Mr. Monroz's miſrepreſenta- 
tions or conceſſions contributed to produce 
that effect. I know he has had the aſſurance 
to aſcribe to himſelf the merit of this repeal, 
which without any doubt, was the con- 
ſequence of the then ſtate of affairs in 
France. — On the other hand, I aſcribe to 
his doctrine of implicit ſubmiſſion to the will 
of a foreign power, which the French have 
been made to believe influences America 
with regard to them, their preſent ſyſtem to- 
wards us, a ſyſtem which having modified 
our Treaty with France on this principle, is 
ſo baneful to our commerce, and ſo diſhon- 
orable to our national character. Indeed, 
it muſt be acknowledged that Mr. MoxROE 
expreſſed himſelf to the committee © not on- 
ly frankly but liberally,” as he ſays, when 
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he agreed that France might diſpenſe: with 
eertain articles of the treaty, if it appeared 
to them advantageous ſo to do. To what 
length the Republic will carry this conceſ- 
fion, is beyond my power to predict. It 
Halb be left to the unfolding hand of time. 
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No. VI. 
I HAVE fully ſhewn from the lets 


ters of the Executive, that Mr. Mon non was 


directed to complain of and remonſtrate 


againſt the decree derogatory of the treaty 
-of amity and commerce, and from his own 
communication that he repreſented to the 


French Republic that he was not inſtructed 


to complain of that decree. 


I have alſo as fully ſhewn, that Mr. Mox- 
xox, diſregarding the ſentiments of the Pre- 


ſident, and unmindful of the honor and in- 
tereſts of his country, declared frequently 
to the committee of public ſafety, that the 


government and the people of the United 
States would bear with a departure from 


the treaty, not only with patience, but with 


pleaſure, if on experience France ſhould 
find it for her intereſt. I have cited the 
reprimand he received for theſe inſtances of 


miſconduct, which in my humble judgment 


was far from adequate to the offence. What 


offence could be greater than unauthori- 


ſedly 
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ſedly to diſpenſe with a treaty, and to ſur- 


render the commerce of his country to the 
difcretion of a foreign power? What of- 
Fence could be greater than to communicate 


and to eſtabliſh an opinion in the French 


-Republic, that whatever it might think pro- 
per to do to our commerce, would be born 


with pleaſure, if it conduced to 1 advan- 
tage of France ? „ e 


I have ſhewn too that this opinion of the 


French, of our preference of their intereſt 
.to our own, which our miniſter inculcated, 
.and which ſo many gazettes and ſo many 


occurrences have contributed to confirm, is 


the true ſource of the inſults and injuries 
which our citizens are now, and for a long 


time have been ſuffering. If theſe things 


have been demonſtrated, and I think the 


documents undeniably evince them, what 


irreparable injuries have not Mr, Monroe 


and the French faction done to America? 


Let me diſmiſs this painful ſubje&, by call- 
ing the attention of the reader to an aſſer- 


tion of the ex-miniſter, particularly remark- 
able 
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able for its want of candour. He fays, that 
a few days after the leiter of reprimand, 
another letter, on the th of December, was 
written to him, which ſeemed to contain an 
apology for the harſh language of the for- 


mer. This letter of the 55th of December, 


does not relate to any matter complained of in 
that of the 24, It acknowledges the receipt 
of his letters of ths .1oth and 25th of Auguſt, 
and obſerves on the contents of theſe letters, 
neither of which furniſhed any cauſe of com- 
plaint. For further ſatisfaction, let the rea- 


der peruſe the letter itſelf—(page 125.) 


The zd inſtance of miſconduct which 1 
propoſed for conſideration was, that Mr. 
Mod kon repreſented in poſitive terms to 


the committee of public fafety, that Mr. 
Jav's miſſion was limited to two objects 


only : a compenſation for ſpoliations, and a 
ſurrender of the poſts, which repreſentation 
is not warranted by his -inſtruQtions. The 
Secretary of State urges this language. 
„We mean to continue the fame line of 
conduct in future; and to remove all jea- 
wn; louſy 
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louſy, with reſpect to Mr. Jay's miſſion to 
London, you may fay, that he is poſitively 


forbidden to weaken the engagements be- 
tween, this country. and France. It is not 
improbable that you will be obliged to en- 


counter on this head ſuſpicions of various 


| kinds; but you may declare the motives of 


that miſſion ta be to obtain immediate c a- 
Hon for our plundered property, and reftitution 
of the poſts**—(page 2.) No one can be at 
a loſs to underſtand theſe expreſſtons; nor 
can it be doubted that the motives of the 
miſſion to London were ſach as are here 
declared. If the poſts had been in our poſ- 
ſeſſion, and if no ſpoliations on our com- 
merce had been committed, our complaints 
againſl Great Britain on other accounts 
would have remained to be negociated by 


the very able miniſter reſident at London. 


But the ſpoliations, and the detention of the 
poſts, were evils too heavy any longer to be 
borne, and before an appeal was made to 
the God of battles, a ſolemn and laſt appeal 

was to be made to the juſtice and good faith 


a the Britiſh nation. While theſe principal 


matters 
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refuſed to make a commercial treaty with 
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matters ſhould be under adjuſtment, it was 
reaſonable to expect all thoſe of a ſecondary 
conſequence would alſo be conſidered, and 


that one treaty would comprehend all che 


ſubjects which were in difference between 


the two nations. As it was only by a treaty 


that the differences could be compromiſed, 


and as one of our greateſt complaints againſt 
Great-Britain had conſtantly - been that ſhe 


us, and as future injuries to our commerce 


would be moſt ſurely prevented by a treaty 


of commerce, it followed of courſe that a 
commercial treaty on good terms, would be 
very acceptable to us, if it could be obtained 


from that nation. How ſtrange then muſt 


it appear, that Mr. Mox Rox did pot rightly 
repreſent Mr. Jay's miſſion, and that he 
ſhould never have uſed the words or the 


ſubſtance of the words of the Secretary of 
State, though he purpoſely met the commit- 
tee to addreſs them on this ſubject. What 


paſſed between him and the committee de- 
ſerves particular notice, Ty 
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In his letter dated the ad of December, 
1794, to Secretary RanDoLPH, he mentions, 
that he had ſought and obtained an inter- 
view with the diplomatic members of the 
committee, for the purpoſe of removing un- 
favorable ſuſpicions which were ' entertained 
concerning the miſſion to London. What 


paſſed" at this meeting relative to this object, 


is ſtated by him in the following words: 
«By another I was aſked whether Mr. Jay 
was ſtill in London, and whether he intend- 


ed to come over to Paris, as had been pub- 


liſhed in an Engliſh paper. This was the 
ſuſpicion I wiſhed to combat and remove, 
though indeed I did not expect it would have 
been avowed in ſo abrupt a manner; I re- 
plied I could not tell whether be had returned 
or not ; but that it was impoſſible the para- 
graph in the Engliſh paper ſhould be true, 
as he was ſent to England upon an eſpecial 
buſineſs only, to demand reparation for inju- 
ries, and to which his authority was ſtrictly 
limited“ (page 90.) In his pamphlet he 
informs the public, that he replied © the re- 


port could not be true, ſince Mr, Jay was 
ſent 
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ſent to England upon ſpecial buſinefs only, 


to demand compenſation. for the . depreda- 
tions on our trade, and the ſurrender of the 


weſtern poſts, to which his authority was 
ſtrictly limited.” The variance between the 
two ſtatements may not be deemed material ; 


but if it be, and if the latter was the purport. 
of Mr. Monroz's repreſentation, as Mr. 
PuRvIANCE certifies, it follows that our 


Miniſter has been guilty of two miſrepreſen- 


tations ; 1ſt, a miſrepreſentation to the com- 


mittee of the powers of Mr. Jar being ſtrict- 
ly limited to ſpoliations and the poſts 3 and 
2dly, a miſrepreſentation to the Executive 
of | the miſrepreſentation he made to the 
committee. 


It is 1 that Mr. e Admin in his 


publication, that the nature and object of 
Mr. Jay's miſſion to England had been miſ- 
repreſented through him. to the French go- 


vernment—(page 29.) 1 aſk whoſe fault was 


this ? Had he adverted to the words of Se- 
cretary RanpoLen, and conformed to them 


or to their meaning, he would not have been 
b vl guilty 
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guilty of miſrepreſenting to the committee, 
that Mr. Jay's powers were limited ſolely 
and excluſively to ſpoliations on our com- 
merce, and the detention of our poſts. All 
that Secretary Rax DO n faid to Miniſter 
Monzos was, that Mr. Javy was reſtrained 
from contravening any former treaties with 


Sther nations, and the motives of the miſſion 


were to obtain compenſation for ſpoliations, 


and a ſurrender of the poſts. If the miniſter | 


had thus repreſented the miſhon, he would 


have been correct; but he inſtitutes another 


language, and very different ideas. He ſays 
* Mr. Jar was ſent to England upon an 
elpecial buſineſs oy, to demand reparation 
for injuries, and to which his authority was 


Atrictly limited.” Having thus miſrepreſented 
this matter to the committee, he moſt auda- 
cioully undertakes to caſt the blame of it on 
the Executive of the United States ; as if 
the Executive could ſupply him with intelli- 
gence of mind or rectitude of principle, in 


caſe either were wanting. The words of 


Secretary RANDOLPH were plain, open and 
u 


One 
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One would expect that Mr. Monroz 
would have gone to the conference which 
the committee granted to him, well pepared 
upon the topic which he intended to intro- 
duce, and that his inſtructions on that were 
thoroughly underſtood. Let the reverſe 
appears to have been the caſe, and it was 
on this occaſion that the miſi epreſentation 
was made. It may be aſked, what ſhould 
he have ſaid? I anſwer, he ſhould have 
uſed the words of Secretary RanDoLen ; he 
might have added, that his country, the 


United States of America, having received 


many injuries from Great-Britain, . had ſent 
an envoy to demand ſatisfaction and to pre- 


vent complaints, by placing the intercourſe. 


between the two nations upon the ſtable prin- 
ciples of juſtice and benevolence, and that it 
was the earneſt deſire of America to live in 
peace and harmony with all the nations of. 
the earth. Moſt eſpecially, he ſhould not 

have ſo miſtated the miſſion, as to lay a cer- 

tain foundation for the, future diſappoint- 


ment and difcontent of the French. Republic, 


in caſe it ſucceeded. 


. 
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No. VII. 


I PROCEED now to the examination 
of the fourth inſtance of miſconduct in Mr. 
Monxoz, which has been ſpecified. He pro- 
miſed to the committee of public ſafety, unneceſt 


farily and improperly to communicate to them 
the ſtipulations of the treaty negociated with 


Great-Britain, ſo ſoon as they ſhould be knguwn 
to him; and before the treaty could poſſibly 
have been ſent to the United States, he ſent a 
Special meſſenger to London to obtain a copy for 
the particular purpoſe of laying it before the 
committee, and pertinaciouſly refuſed to know 
from Mr. Fay the contents of the treaty, unleſs 
permitted to communicate them to - the com- 
mittee. - | " nt ny 

Before any remarks are made, it will be 
neceſſary to recite the ſeveral letters which 


paſſed upon this ſubject. On the 27th De- 


cember, 1794, the committee wrote to Mr. 
.MonRros as follows: We are informed citi- 
Zen, that there was lately concluded at Lon- 
den. a treaty of alliance and commerce 

between 
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| between the Britiſh government and citizen 


Jay, etwoy ape of the United 
States. 


«A vague report — ſelf, has in 
this treaty the citizen Jay has-forgotten thoſe 
things which our treaties with the American 


people, and the {actifices which the French 


people made to render them free, gave us a 
right to expect on the part of a miniſter of 
a nation, which we have ſo many motives to 
conſider as friendly. It is important that 
we know poſitively .in what light we are to 
hold this affair. There ought not to ſubſiſt 
between two free people the diſſimulation 
which belongs to courts, and it gives us 
pleaſure to declare, that we conſider you as 
much oppoſed per/onally to that Kind of pol- 
icy as we ourſelves. Me invite you then 10 
communicate to us as ſoon as poſſible the treaty = 


whereof there:is queſtion. Is is the oily means 


whereby you enable the French nation ju/ly to 
appreciate thoſe reports; ſo injurious to the 


| American government, and to which that tred« 
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Jo this letter our miniſter anſwered the 
ſame day, in the following words; I was 
favoured this morning with yours of yeſter- 
day, intimating that the report of a treaty, 
faid to be concluded by Mr. Jay, envoy ex- 
traordinary of the United States to England, 
with that nation, derogatory to the treaties 
of alliance and commerce ſubſiſting between 
thoſe ſtates and this Republic, had given you 
ſome diſquietude, and requeſting information 
from me upon that point. I obey the invita- 
tion with pleaſure, becauſe I well know that 
a candid policy is that alone which becomes 
republics, and. becauſe it is likewiſe moſt 
correſpondent with the wiſhes of the Ameri- 
can government and my own feelings. 


Having already communicated to you 
the limited object of Mr. Jay's miſſion, it on- 
' ly remains for me to inform you what I 
know of the reſult. All that I know upon 
this ſubject is compriſed in a letter received 
' yeſterday from Mr. Jay, of November 25th 


in which he ſays that he had fulfilled the 


principal obje of his miſſion by concluding 
a treaty, 
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a treaty, ſigned on the 19th of the ſame 
month, which contains a declaration, ** that 
it ſhould not be conſtrued nor operate con- 
trary to our exiſting treaties, and that there- 
fore our engagements are not affected by ; 
it.” He adds, that as the treaty is not yet | 
ratified, it would be improper to publiſh it. 
F< I am altogether ignorant of the particular 
Aipulations of the treaty, but beg leave to af- 
lure, that as ſoon as I ſhall be informed thereof, 
I will communicate the ſame to you. I take 
it however for granted, that the report is 


q 

1 without foundation; for I cannot believe 
t that an American miniſter would ever forget 

- the connections between the United States 


and France, which every day's experience 
demonſtrates to be the intereſt of both Re- 
- publics ſtill further to cement.“ The letter 


F of Mr. Jay, to which Mr. Mon ROE refers, 
I is as s follows : 

n | 

d London, Nov. 25, 1794. 
h 4 Sir, 

* 1 « By a letter written and ſent a few days 
8 ago, I had the pleaſure of informing you, 


that 
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that on the 1th inſt. the principal buſineſs of 
my miſſion was concluded by a treaty ſigned 
on that day. It contains a declaration that 
it ſhall not be conſtrued nor operate contra- 
ry to our exiſting treaties ; as, therefore, 
our engagements with other nations remain 
unaffected by it, there is reafon to hope that 
aur preſerving Peace and gvod underſtanding 
with this country, will not give unegſineſi to 
any other, As the treaty is not. yet ratified, 
it would be improper to publiſh. it. It ap- 
pears to me to be upon the whole fair, and 
as equal as could be expected. In ſome re- 
ſpects both nations will probably be pleaſed, 
and in others diſpleaſed.“ 


; 


The letter to which Mr. Jay refers, is 
dated 24th Noyember, and is as follows : 
« Sir, It gives me pleaſure to inform you, 
that a treaty between the United States and 
his Britannic Majeſty was figned on the 19th 
inſt, This circumſtance ought not to give 
any uneaſineſs to the Convention. The 
treaty expreſsly deelares, that nothing con · 


. ſhall be conſtrued or operate 


contrary 
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contrary to exiſting treaties, between the 

United States and other powers. I flatter 
myſelf that the United States, as well as all 
their miniſters, will upon every occaſion 
manifeſt the moſt ſcrupulous regard to good 
faith, and that thoſe nations who wiſh us well, 

will be pleaſed with our preſerving peace and 
good under/tanding with others.” 


A few days after this, Mr. Jay, on the 
the 28th of November, wrote to Mr. Mor- 
ROE; As Mr. PINCKNEy has a cypher with 
our miniſters in Europe, either he or I will 
ſhortly uſe it in communicating to you the 
principal heads of the treaty confidentially. 
You need not heſitate in the mean time to 
ſay explicitly, that it contains nothing re- 
pugnant to our engagements with any other 
nation.“ To this letter Mr. Monroe, on 
the 17th of January, 1795, returned this 
anſwer : Sir, Early in December laſt, En- 
gliſh papers were rec eived here, containing 
ſuch accounts of your adjuſtment with the 
Britiſh adminiſtration, as excited much un- 
eaſineſs in the councils of this government, 

: F2 and 
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and I had in contemplation to diſpatch a con- 
ſidential perſon to you, for ſuch information 
of what had been done, as would enable me 
to remove it. At that moment, however, I was 
favored with yours of the 25th November, 


intimating that the contents of the treaty could 


not be made known until it was ratified ; 
but that I might fay it contained nothing 
derogatory to our exiſting treaties with other 
powers. Thus advifed, I thought it impro- 
per to make the application, becauſe I con- 
cluded the arrangement was mutual, and not 
to. be departed from. T proceeded therefore 
to make the beſt in my power of the infor- 


mation already given, To-day, however, 


was favoured with yours of the 28th of the 
ſame month, by which I find you conſider 
yourſelf at liberty to communicate to me the 


contents of the treaty ; and as it is of great 
importance to our affairs here to remove all 


doubt upon this point, 1 have thought it pro- 
per to reſume my original plan of ſending to 
you for the neceſſary information, and have 
in conſequence. diſpatched the bearer, Mr. 

| Jorn 
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Joun Puzviance,. for that purpoſe. I 
have been the more induced to this, from 
the further conſideration, that in caſe I ſhould 
be favoured with the communication promi- 
fed in. cypher, it would be impoſlible for me 
to comprehend it, as Mr. Mox es took his 
with him. Mr. Puxviance is from Ma- 
ryland, a gentleman of integrity and merit, 
and to whom you may commit whatever you 
may think proper to confide with perfect ſaſe- 
ty. It is neceſſary, however, to obſerve, that 


as nothing coil ſatisfy this government but a 


copy of the inftrument itfelf,, and which as our 
ally, it thinks itfelf intitled to ; fa it  woill be 
weleſsi fur me ta make ta it any new communi- | 
cation Mort of that. I mention this, that yau 
may know preciſely the /tate of my engagements 
Bere, and how ] deem it my duty ta act under 
them in relation to this object. E beg leave to 
refer you to Mr. Puxviance for whatever 
information you may with on this ſubject, 
or the affairs more generally of the Repub- 
he“ (page 113.) To this letter Mr. Fay 
anſwered on the 5th of February; « Sir, I 
have reccived the letter you did me the hon- 
OF 


56 Sc1e1o's Reflect 


or to write on the 17th of laſt month, by 
Mr. PuxviANcx. 


It is much to be regretted, that any un- 
authoriſed accounts in Engliſh newſpapers 
of my * adjuſtment with the Britiſh Admis 
niſtration, ſhould have excited much unea- 


fineſs in the councils of the French govern- 


ment; and the more ſo, as it does not im- 
ply that confidence in the honor and good 
faith of the United States which they certain- 
ly merit. You muſt be ſenſible that the 
United States, as a free and independent 
nation, have an unqueſtionable right to 
make any pacific arrangements with other 
powers, which mutual convenience may dic- 
tate; provided thoſe arrangements do not 
contradict or oppugn their prior engage- 
ments with other ſtates. 


© Whether this adjuſtment was conſiſtent 
{ with our treaty. with France, ſtruck me as 
being the only queſtion which could demand 
or receive the conſideration of that Repub. 
lic; and I thought it due to the friendſhip 

ſubſiſting 
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the French government ſhould have, with- 
out delay, the moſt perfect ſatisfaction on 
that head. I therefore, by three letters, 
viz. the 24th, 25th and 28th of November, 
1794, gave you what I hoped would be very 
acceptable and ſatisfactory information on 
that point : I am happy in this opportunity 
of giving you an exact and literal extract 
IE ; it is n R 1 


« Nothing | in this treaty 3 ſhall 
however be conſtrued or operate contrary to 
former or exiſting public treaties 2 
OP or dane = 


* Couidering that, events. favourable to 
our country could not fail to give you plea- 
ſure, I did intend to communicate to you 
ſome of the moſt intereſting particulars of 
this treaty, but in - the mg perfect» conß- 
dence : as that inſtrument has nat yet been 
ratihed, nor received, the ultimate forms to 
give it validity ; as. further queſtion reſpect- 
as n it may yet ariſe, and give occa- 
ſion 


1 


ſubſiſting between the two countries, that 


f 
| 
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ſion to further diſcuſſions and negociations, 
ſo that if finally concluded at all, it may then 
be different from what it now is, the impro- 
propriety of making it public at preſent is 
palpable and abvious. Such a proceeding 
would be inconvenient and unprecedented. 
It does not belong to miniſters who negocia. 
ate treaties to publiſh them even when per- 
feted, much leſs treaties not yet completed, 
and remaining open to alteration or rejec- 
tion; ſuch acts belong excluſively to the go- 
vernments who form them. 


I cannot but flatter myſelf that the pre · 


ſent goverment is too enlightened and rea- 
ſonable to expect that any conſideration 
ought to induce me to overlook the bounds 
of my authority, or to be negligent of the 
reſpe& which is due to the United States. 
That reſpect, and my obligations to obſerve it, 
will not permit me to give without the permi 
of their. government, a copy of the inſtrument 
in queſtion to any perſon, or for any purpoſe ; 

and by no means for the purpoſe of being ſubmit- 
ted to the confideration and judgement of the 


councils 
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eouncils of a foreign nation, however friendly. 
Iwill, Sir, take the earlieſt opportunity of tranſ- 
mitting a copy: of your letter to me, and of this 
anſwer to it to the Secretary of State, and will 


immediately and punctually execute ſuch orders 


22 — as I may receive on I 
Jea.” 


To this moſt excellent letter of Mr. Jay, 


our miniſter at Paris could not, and there- 


fore did not, return any anſwer ; and ſo 
the correſpondence was concluded between 


them, except that afterwards Mr. Taux 
BULL went to Paris by whom Mr, Jay. 


wrote again to Mr. Mox Rox, referring him, 
relative to the treaty, to verbal information, 
to be received from Mr. TRUMBULL In per- 
feft confidence; which alſo Mr. Monros de- 
clined to accept upon theſe terms. 
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— one muſt be ſtruck with the contraſt 
which they preſent. If the. indiſeretion, if 
the abject condeſcenſion, if the zeal of Mr. 
Monroe to ſerve the French Republic on 


this occaſion, excite painful ſenſations. in the 


breaſt of every true American, the prudence, 


the independence of ſpirit, and the genuine 


patriotiſin which diſtinguiſh Mr. Jay, ought 
to 123 a ſource of heartfelt pleaſure. $1 


+ 


Our thinilter at Paris having willy Girard 
ed the miſſion to Londbn, it \ Was $ \tmprobable, 
if not impoffible that ay treny negociated 4 at 


Great Nritali, wouldnt have been the ſubject 


of complaints on the part of France. Sv hoftife 
wasFrance to Great Britain, that it would have 
objekted to any treaty whatever, and there- 
fore thoſe who wiſhed to defeat any and ev- 
ery treaty, would endeavour to do ſo ante- 
rior to its ratification. With this view the 
committee of public ſafety, were anxious to 

- poſſeſs 
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"poſſeſs a copy of the tjfity which was report 


ed to have been negociated, and they re- 
queſted Mr. Mox xo to furniſh them with 
the treaty itſelf as ſoon as poſlible, declaring 
that it wwas the only means that "would atisfy 
them concerning it. * What "tight had the 
committee to make this r ? and Why 
was it made in terms. ſo full of inſolence? 
The ' forms of our conſtitütion are well 
known in France, and confsquently, they 
knew that the treaty had not been ratified 
when they deſired a copy, and it was for the 
purpoſe of enabling them to interfere with ef- 
fe@ in our national contracts, that the demand 
was made. But they are not aſhained to ac- 
company this unwarrantablerequeſt with a de- 
olaration, that a fight of the treaty alone vould. 


fatisfy them ; in plainer words, that they 


would not believe any thing that Monzoz 
our miniſter ſhould tell them on the ſubject. 
That Mr. Mox Ron ſhould be inſenſible to 
any inſults offered to his country by France; 
or that he ſhould yield to its demands, how- 
ever improper, they who know his blind and 
fanatical attachments will ſuppoſe poſſible; 
1 | but 
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but had he no feeling Geka own bonor, for 
his own reputation, when he was told by the 
committee, and in writing too, that nothing 
but the treaty itſelf would ſatisfy them, or in 
other words, they ſhould not believe any 
thing he ſhould fay concerning it ? To this 
demand, encrgaching on our rights of ſov- 
reignty, and enpreſſed in terms the moſt con- 
temptuous, aß lo other anſwer to be given, 
than that he (Ir. Moraoz) was then igno- 
rant of the particular ſtipulations of the trea- 
ty, but he begged leque to affure them, he 
would communicate the ſame to them as 
ſoon as he ſhould be informed? He ought 
to have told the committee with manly can- 
dor, that the treaty could not be. communi- 
cated in its. prefent unfiniſhed ſtate to the 
councils of any foreign nation ; and he 
might have repeated what by order of his 
government he had before told them, that 
no ſtipulation would be made inconſiſtent 
vith the prior engagements of the United 
States to foreign nations; and he might 
| dave cred them, on the authority of our 
envoy, 
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8 Aae that no ſoch flipulations bad been 
1 | 


| The . was not ſatisfied with giv- 
ing this evidence of his tame, mean ſpirited 
deportment towards the committee; he 
4 went further, and made an effort to comply 
| with their inſolent and IM intentioned re- 
| queſt, by ſending a ſpegtalmeſlenger to Lon- 
7 don for the treaty, even although he was 
5 informed by Mr. Jay that it was improper to 
s MM © publiſh the treaty, without the expreſs leave 
, of government, before it was ratified, and 
t was offered a copy of the treaty in perfect con- 
fidence only. In his letter he tells Mr. Jar, 
that he had promiſed to communicate the 
treaty to the committee who as allies, thought 
they were entitled to it, and faid nothing leſs 
would ſatisfy them; for which purpoſe he 
had ſent for it: and when this wiſe and ſtea- 
dy ſtateſman abſolutely refuſed him a copy, 
for the very reaſon that induced the ex-min- 
iſter to ſend for it, the refuſal is taken ſorely 
at heart, and is the ſubject of various and | 
inconſiſtent — to the Secretary f 
State. 
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State. At one time he laments that he wh | 


the prior en 


not poſſeſſed of information that might be 
uſeful to our affairs in France; and in the 


ſame letter, dated 17th March, 1795, ſays, 
it the communication had been made to him, 
he ſhould” have declared that on his / on 
knowledge the treaty did not interfere with * 

gagemeDts, but that being a mere 


project, ſuzect to rejection, &c. it ought not 


to be publiſhed;5.and that this declaration 
would have been fatisfaQtory to the commit- 


tee—(page 142.) To Mr. Jay, however, 
when he applied for the treaty, he ſaid that 
nothing leſs than the treaty itſelf would ſatis- 
fy the committee ; that he had promiſed it 
to them, and had ſent for it for their uſe ; 
and he even added, that as allies they thought 


they had a right to it. Under theſe incon- 


fiſtencies, it is no wonder we find Mr. Mon- 


- ROE under conſtant embarraſſments. When 


Mr. Jay offered the treaty to him in conſi- 


dence, he refuſed to take it, ſaying it would 


not anſwer his ends, unleſs he could ſhew it 


to the committee ; and that his promiſe to 
mem required him ta communicate it when- 


ever 


. 


_— 


on Mongos's View. 6 
Ever it ſhould be in his power. It was then 
his own fault that he did not obtain, as he 
might have obtained, the treaty confidential- 
ly. If he had not been fo kind and liberal- 
in his promiſes, he would have got it, and 
on his own knowledge of it, he might have 


- repreſented it truly to the committee. It is 


true, when our envoy Was deſired to com- 
municate it, to enable Mr. Monaor to per- 
form this promiſe, he with great propriety 
abſolutely refuſed to do 0 If he had com- 
plied, after he knew the deſign of the requeſt, 

he would have been equally culpable with 
Mr. Monzoe. 


a7. ; 

| But the ex-miniſter affects to be perplexed 
relative to Mr. Jay's conduct, who, after 
informing him that the treaty could not be 
publiſhed, offered to communicate the con- 
tents to him in confidence, This was perfect- 
ly conſiſtent and proper in our envoy, who 
no doubt ſuppoſed it might be uſeful to our 
public affairs, that our miniſter at the French 
Republic ſhould confidentially know the ſit- 
uation of his country in relation to ſo power» 

G», » ful 


9 
Ll 


* 
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ful a nation as Great Britain; and who why 
believed it was neither prudent nor neceſſary 
that our miniſter at Paris ſhould communi- 
cate to the French Republic whatever he 
knew concerning the United States. Ano» 


ther thing ſeems to the ex-miniſter very un- 


accountable, that Mr. Ja v ſhould offer to 
him the treaty,apd 1 chen deny it. Let it be 
remembered he offeted it in confidence, and 
denied it aſey Ms. Mor nok had ſtated that 
his engagements to the committee required 
him to lay the. treaty before them whenever 
he gat it ; ſo that it was impoſſible to com- 
municate it t confidentially. 


As allies; . ſaid by the committee, they 
had a right to inſpect the treaty we were 
making with Great Britain. Did France 
ever exhibit to the Preſident of the United 
States any of her treaties, either before or 
after they were concluded? This idea, ſo 
humiliating, does not appear to have been 


diſapproved, but even countenanced by our 
miniſter to the French Republicy in his let- 


ter to Mr, Jar, where he ſeems to urge it a8 
. a reaſon 


* 


On Montzoz”s Fiew, 


2 reaſon for letting him have the 5d 
the committee. 


Difappainted in getting a copy of the trea- 


ty from our envoy; he {till continued his ex- 


ertions. When Major PinckNey was at 


Paris, on his way to Madrid, our miniſter 


Monxzos repreſented to- him, {that France 
was inclined to bine kim every/ aid, if he 


would deſire it, and would allo ſatisfy the 


committee that they were not injured by the 


| treaty negociated with Great Britain. 


It was well known to Mr. Moxkox, that 


nothing but a copy of the treaty (which he 


alſo knew was in poſſeſſion of Major Pixcx- 
NEY) would be ſatisfactory to the committee; 


and therefore one of the conditions mention - 
ed to Major Pinexxzv, on which the aid 


of France was to be expected, was the diſ- 
cloſure of the Britiſh treaty to the commit» 


tee. It is thus Mr. Pincxxey underſtood 


the propoſition, and with great propriety he 


too refuſed to ſhew the treaty to the commit- 


tee, or to aſk the aid of France in his nego- 
cCiation. 


6 


| « 
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_ ciation, Let me cite from Mr, MoxRox's let- 


ter to the Secretary of State, of 14th. June, 
1795, what he ſays on this ſubject:· Whilſt 
here I preſented to his (Major Pixncxxzv) 
view what had paſſed between this govern- 
ment and myſelf upon the ſubjeQ of his mif- 


fion, aſſuring, him from what I had heard and 


ſeen, that / wityiof þittion, in caſe he would ex. 
plain himſaelfitoithe committee upon that ſubject, 
and erpreſſ u wiſhthey would give what aid they 
could conveniently in ſupport of his negociation, 
ſatisfying them at the ſame time, that they were 


not injured by Mr. Far” s treaty, they would dos i 


it, &c. fc. Mr. Pincxxzy was ſenſible of 
the benefit which the aid of this Republic 
would yield in his negociation, and wiſhed 
it; but upon mature conſideration he could 


- "not requeſt ſuch aid, without having previ- 


ouſly expoſed to its view Mr. Jar's treaty, 


and which he did not chuſe to do, for con- 
ſiderations delicacy forbade me to inquire 
Into; (page 175.) 1 


Alter theſe unavailing endeayours to ob- 
tain a copy of the treaty for the committee 
T 0 f ; 


1 
2 
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of public fafety, Mr. Monzoz was obliged 8 
to acquieſce and to wait with patience till the | 
_ Preſident and Senate ſhould act upon it, un- 
adviſed by foreign councils. In endeavour- 
ing to defeat thẽ final ſucceſs of the miſſion 
- to London every motive ſeemed to have con- 
curred in influencing his conduct in this 
tranſaction — his perſonal Gillike e Mr. Jar, 
his devotion to France, his hatred to En- 
gland, and above all, his love” to himſelf. 
In this view he has informed the public, 
that he very early foreſaw; if the treaty 
' ſhould be ratified, and not agreeable to = 
France, that he ſhould probably be recalled. * 
If Mr. Mox xo did foreſee this (and his 
penetration on this point I am not inclined 
to call in queſtion) it is very evident that 
his ſelf-love, or rather his anxious deſire to | 
remain at Paris, would prompt him to do 2 
every thing that would prevent any treaty MH 
with Grea-Britain from being fully con- 4 
firmed—I ſay any treaty, becauſe it was well 
known to him that any treaty with that na- 
. tion would be diſagreeable to the French - 3 
Republic, and on this event he expected his * 3 | 
Ah continuance 1 


1 
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* bl * 
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continuance in office would depend. This 
foreſight which Mr. Monzoz thought he 
poſſeſſed, and which has explained his ſolici- 
tude to get a copy of the treaty, will be a key 


to the ſequel of his diplomatic conduct. It in 
was not altogether to ſerve France that the F 
repreſentativ#of the United Statggdeſcended”*. || . 55 
to be the Hupnhle i inſtrument of the tommit- 3 
tee, but t promote his own views—a thing _ | 4 & 
not uncommn among the men who appear ha 
moſt devoted to che will of foreign n nations. ut 
- for 
* n 
— $cipto. | * 
. SDS * 
4 * » 


= 


„* 
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is t 1 at 

" No. IX. 

* AIT 20 — ia our 
el late miniſter will attract attention, upon read- 
ul ing his pamphlet. He encouraged the French 
* i Republic in a project to obtain by loan, from 
4, we United States, a ſum of money to enable it to 
_ | proſecute the war ; a meaſure whith he was 
8 1 not authoriſed to take, and which would 
9 54 have inevitably drawn them from a ſtate of 


neutrality, and would have rendered them | | 
the unhappy and humble dependants on the 


fortune and will of France, 
& 


The Secretary, of State, Mr. NaN DOL tr, 
| in his letter of the roth June, 1794 (page 3,) 
after obſerving that the miſſion to London, 
tit it ould fail, would tend to unite the peo- 
. ple of the United States, ufes this conciſe and 
unequivocal language: This may be brief- 
ly touched upon as the path of prudence | 
with reſpe& to ourſelves, and alſo with ref. © 1 
pe& to France, ſince we are unable to give © 
her aids of either men or money.” 


af Theſe 


— 
7 


plain enough to be underſtood by every bo- 


and even & 


to enable France to proſecute the war in Eu- 1 
rope, which, he thought they were able and 


find him tranſgreſſing the limits of his in- 
ſtructions, and purſuing the object moſt 


* 
* 
o * 
. N 


288 
1 
” . 

* 


fa Series Ne 
: Theſe expreſſions muſt Be admitted to be 


* 


dy. We are unable td give her aids of men 

er money,” can have but one meaning. If this 

ſentiment of the Executive had been ſpread | 

over pages, it is poſſible, out of a multituge 

of words, ſonje) colour of fubterfyge might 

have been found Tor paliating the part which 

Mr. MoxRge: Aten Chen he encouraged 
lined to the committee the 

outlines of a | lan n for obtaining a large ſum 

of money on Joan from the United States, * 


willing ich end. On this occaſion we ſhall 


dear to his heart, and never out of his view; 


the object of tacking the United States to the Ly 
French Republic. I am aware, that the 4 
more cloſely Mr. Mox no ſhall have ſtuck " 
to this principle, the more effectually he 10 
uſt have recommended himſelf to the de- 

mocrats, or Jacobins, of America; yet, as 1 o 
love _ and wiſh not to derogate from | . * 5 


his 2 
-? * 


r * & TT & 


— 
* 


. 
* 
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cretary of State a fete, 72 ic! 


©” affair, I was invited by the 


4 


kis merits with tfle- deſcriptic bf his fellow 


citizens, I ſhall not paſs without notice this 


evidence of the laviſh ſpirit which generally 
marks his n or pernicious miniſ- 


try. 
Relative to this fubject, * Monzor, on 
| the zoth November, 4595 pte to the Se- 


loving are extradts : li ife of this 


bers of the committee of public ſafety to a 


conference upon a new topic. I was in- 


formed it was their intention to preſs the 
war againſt England in particular, but that 
they were diſtreſſed for funds, Md was aſked 
could any aid be obtained from the United 
States? I told them I was ſatisfied, if it was 
in their power, it would be rendered; that I 
poſſeſſed no power on the ſubje&, and could 
only adviſe on the probability, &c. but with 
their permiſſion I would put on paper ſuch 
ideas as occurred to me in reſpect to that 
point, and upon which I would afterwards 
more fully confer, &c.—(page 72.) 
H No 
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by *s. 


1 * 


* « No b ns iis welt be | 


* 


made than that of lending money to France, 
if in our power; it being underſtood the 
will, ſecure at the time of her ou peace, the 
complete recognition of our rights, from 


Britain and Spain, and which ſhe may eafily 


do, in my } ent, and without — 
ing the war amoment on that account, ke. 


r, " \ 1 


France, he adds, In any event it will pro- 
duce ſuch effe&, that if America ſtrikes 
the blow her own n intereſt dictates, and every 


ciſive; F not ruinous to the fortunes of 


that proud nd inſolent nation, will certain» 


| * procure us the object we have in diem.“ , 


ke will here put a few queſtions : When 


Mr. Mor ROE was told, in his inſtructions, 
4 chat the United States were unable to 
aid France with money, by what authority 
gid, he deſire permiſſion to put bis ideas 


on paper relative to a loan of money,” 
and . 


ts 


ling Comer eee e 4 


7.2.4 
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ment actually 
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and Spain 10 ciner on tha point ? Why di 


he ſo forcibly encourage the Preſident . 


come into the meaſure of the loan? Why 
does the repreſentative of a nation neutral 
and deſirous to continue neutral, incite Ameri- 
ca to ſtrike a blow that might be ruinous to 
the fortunes of a great nation, with whom 
we were aually at FE al at that mo- 
as he muſt have 
believed, a treaty 4 1 What" was the 
blow which Mr. Moxnoꝝ adviſed ? | 


If theſe matters require e. they 
will be found explained by his note to the 


committee of public ſafety, of which the fob 


lowing are extrafts,—(page 64% 


< Tt is the wiſh of the French Republic to 
obtain by loan a fam of money from the 
United States of America, to enable it to 
proſecute the war. This is to be expected 
from three ſources ; the general government, 
the ſtate governments, and from individuals. 
The French cauſe and the French nation are 
greatly regarded in America, and I am per- 
ſuudrd 


| gfuaded ſome money may ee NEVE 
ape u very reſpetable ſum, from the three 


. 
» 1 * 
5 
. * - 8 
. 
-Bere1d's 5 on 


ſources above mentioned. For this purpoſe 
the miniſter ſhould poffeſs power to make 
loans from either of the above parties, and 
to give fuch ſecurity as the Republic ſhalb 


deem ſuitable/*&e; Some account is given of 


our claims upon (Great Britain and Spain, 
and the pete proceeds—< If the United 
States were affured that ey would have no 
occaſion for their own reſources to ſupport 


A 
a war againſt theſe powers, it would of courſe &Þ 4 


French Republic, &c.” „ The ſum which 1 


might be-railed in America, from the dif- 
ferent ſources above mentioned, upon an af. 
furance of this kind, would in my judgment 
be conſiderable. In any event, however, B 
Hall be happy to give the minifter about to de. 


part, every information and aid i in my power, , 
in forwarding the objett i in view.” 


Though Mr. Mongos had book told in 
his inſtructions that the United States could 
not aid France with money, here is a project 

n for 


* 


Fs 


S tl... 


1 ns 


* bor obtaining'afutn of money on loan, which, | 
© he communicated in writing to the commits | * 
$$ tee, and which he thought would be obtain- 9 
Ee ” 
+ 
b 


ed, if we could be affured by France that we 

ſhould not need our reſources for vindicat- 
ing our rights againſt Britain and Spain. 

f The ſum contemplated was four or five mil- 

> ws lions of dollars, and, the. plan pf Mr. Mor- 
1 ROE was, that this ſuns ſhould | be advanced 
5 on loan, if France weuld pr to ſecure 
3 to us, when it ſhould make peace, the navi- 
A 
L 


*, gation of the Miſſiſippi, the weſtern poſts, 
; and would protect us againſt the Algerines. 4 
In his letter of the ad December, 1794, to oY | 
® the Secretary of State, he writes s concerning . 
che loan in this manner: J ſincerely 7 * 4 
wiſh we may aſſiſt them if poſſible, and * 
which 1 preſume it will. be, eſpecially if A 
not compriſed in the war, and which I think 
cannot be, although we ſhould immediately- 
wreſt from Britain and Spain the rights they 
have uſurped from us, &c. &c. I am per- 
ſuaded the amount expected might be obtain- 
« e e HOMIE 
would 


Hs 


* * # £..* 
% FX 
» - 
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Would cheerfully bear a - - 4M of 

which was to be applied in aid of the French! | 
Republic. Upon tlife topics I have only a 
n to 8 WEE 9%) oy 


129 4 


1 willifay no more upon this abs diſ- 
regard of his inſtructions, and his direct 
counteraction r the pacific and neutral pol- 
icy of the Exegutive:- The preject, if it had 
been carried Inte effekt, would have dehver- 
ed this country bound hand and foot, into 
the arms of the French Republic. The 
length and breadth of it was, that we ſhould: 
lend our money, and truſt to France for pro- 


W 
* 
* * 


* 
1 

N 

\ 4 


tection, and ot obtaining juſtice for us from 


Britain and Spain at ſome future day, name- 
, when it ſhould make peace with thoſe na- 
tions. Thus if peace ſhould be deferred 
ever fo long, America was to continue all 
that time without compenſation for ſpolia- 
tions on our commerce, without the weſtern 
poſts, and without the navigation of the Miſ- 
ſiſippi. America was alſo to put its reſources 
into the hands of France, and confide its moſt 
eſlential inter eſts, and I might ſay its very 


* 
T% 4 
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moſt fortunately we were ſnatched by the 
 Britiflytreaty ; ** 


13 
7 1 * 1 * 
{+ 
+” Y a4, 


7 


being, 9 the French 
OO | * 


” 
* 


"To recammend the-projeft Mz. Monzos 
ſtated, that, we might lend the money to 
France to proſecute the. war, and remain at 


peace with all the belligerent nations. Is it 


poſlible chat he could really/gntertain ſuch 
an opinion ; or was he aflgioutly intending. 
to draw us into the war un the fide of 
France? Surely Britains woildÞot have be- 
held us affording to Hrance a loan of money 
to carry on the war, without reſenting a de- 
parture from neutrality ſo inſuſferable; and. 


If Britain ſheuld W there muſt 


have been a rupture. Beſides how wreſt 
the poſts from Great Britain without war 
Being once involved on the. ſide of. that in- 
ſatiable Republic, the blood and treaſures of 
never would it think that we did enough till 
Britain ſhould be added to her conquered 
eountries from this moſt dangerous ſnare 


SENT | miniſter 


te Setrio's Ae, 1 


* 


miniſter and che commit, dellted froms 
" peſling the project, until it ſhould-be known 
whether the treaty was rejected or not; for. 
which meaſure Mr. Moxroe's letters, ſtat- 
ing the friendly diſpoſition of France, * 
ng „ 


10 bis jnlfieuory letter af the rath of 
February, 59 ef "wiring on this point, he 
ſays, « For at that time I had reaſon to be- 
lieve that it France) contemplated to take un- 
ger its care and to provide for our protection 
againſt Algiers, for the expulſion of the Bri- 
tiſh from the weſtern poſts, and the eſtabliſh- 
ment of ou 
navigation of the Miſſiſippi, to be executed 
in a mode we ſhould prefer, and upon terms 


perfectly eaſy to us.; terms in ſhort, which 


fought only the aid of our credit to obtain a 
loan from our own banks for an inconſider- 
able ſum (five millions dollars) to be laid out 
in the purchaſe of proviſions within our own 
country, to be geimburſed if poſſible by theme. 


Klees, &c. Generous nation! kind and 


3 to boundleſs is your benevo- 
$1 lence, 


NaN 3 % 


ights with Spain to the free 


| K 25 2 Pa ; 
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Jenee;you would take under your care all the 
nations of the world. You would adminiſtegy / 

juſtice and mercy among them all, without i 
any earthly reward but the ſublime pleaſure 4 
of doing good. . With you virtue is the rule | 
of every action. With you thoſe terrible 
paſſions of avarice and ambition, the ſcour- « 
ges of the human race, 6 known in * 


W .* am mT 


e . 1 *ﬀ1 
| the imaginations of our infatuated miniſter, 4 
when he contemplated *the United States. 
© + under the protection and care of the French #| 
N Republic. At that period the example of x 
| Batavia had not been preſented to the world. 
| It is here we may now behold in reality the 
| - - miſerable, wretched and hopeleſs condition 
ol a people under the domination of France. 
Drained of millions to ſupport the French 
armies, frugality and induſtry baniſhed from 
the world, commerce diftroyed, and all the 
uſeful employments of a peace eſtabliſhment 
- negleQed or forbidden, we may there ſee # 
pin without a will, and individuals 
without 


n a power over 23 or pro- 
| perty. There we may fee the moſt deplor- 
| able flavery, political and civil. Let this 
dreadful example be a warning. Let Am- 
erica hold faſt its reſources, and remeniber 
always, they can be truſted 1 no Ter but in 


a 
| — 
4 


+ 
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nr to the lum of money 
Which it was propoſed that the United States 
ſhould lend to France, to enable it to proſe- 
cute the war, it ſhould be remembered the 
project was encouraged by Mr. Moxxkox, 
at a time when under 50 Poſllbie circum- 
ſtances it could have deen ptopey. The ne- 
gociation which Great Brita was then 
pending. If it ſucceeded, peace with that na- 
tion would have been continued, and the 
loan would have been a violation of neutral- 
ity not to be juſtified. If it failsd war with 
Great Britain muſt have been tit conſe- 
- quence, and all our money and reſources 
., would have been neceſſary 1 in our own hands. 
© Why then did our miniſter, though other- 
wiſe inſtructed by the Preſident, give a plan 
for obtaining the loan, promiſe his aid to the 
French miniſter, and write to the Secretary 
of State that the people would, in his opinion, 
<beerfully bear a tax that ſhoyld raiſe money | 


for the French. He ought to have recollect- 
ed 


» 


ed how thoſe who concurred with him in 
politics ever have been and are oppoſed to 
all plans of raifing revenues to be applied to 
the Tupport of the general government; 
how a certain claſs, called antifederaliſts, de- 
mycrats, or jacobins, compoſing the French 
faction, have labored inceſſantly to render 
the adminiſtration of the government odious 
to the pebple; and with how much difficulty 
revenue laws "have been paſſed for raifing 
the monies neceſſary to diſcharge our revolu- 
tion debts, and to uphold the preſent ſyſtem 
of the Union. RecolleQing theſe things, it 
Is almoſt, = not quite, unaccountable that 
he mould ave thought the people of the 
United States would have « paid a tax cheer- 
fully fo raiſe a ſum for the French treaſury, k 
relying on à mere promiſe of France to reimburſe . 
the loan, if poſſible, at ſome future day.” 
he really believe the people would pay taxes 
lor France more cheerfully than for them- 
ſelyes, or was it the phrenzy of a diſtemper- 
ed mind? He could not, in ſober ſenſe, 
have believed it. His countrymen were 
never, nor are they yet diſpoſed to be tri- 
. butary 


* 
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hutary to the French Republic, or to any 


foreign nation in the univerſe. It is true 
their. patience under the many injuries and 


indignities which have been accumulated on 


them, bas been wonderful. If it has been 
miſinterpreted for puſillanimity, or for exceſ- 


live fondneſs for the French Republic, the 


deluſion cannot much longer remain; and 
when it ſhall be removed, and the rulers in 
France ſhall learn by experience the real 
temper of this country, and feel its courage, 
they will view with contempt the men who, 
having deceived and difappointed them, at 
length produced a laſting ſeparation between 
the two nations; the men who, fruſtrated 
inthe ſcheme of tacking the United States as a 
province to the French Republic, for the ſelfiſh 
purpoſes, of ambition or avarice, ſhall, if 


thought of at all in America, be thought of 


| The documents publiſhed by Mr. Mon- 
nok, as well as his own narration of his min- 


iſtry, furniſh. another inſtance in which his 


conduct appears. highly. cenſurable. He ne- 
I | glected 


/ 
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glected for a long time to late and urge with 
ſincerity and prudence to the Directory of France 
the arguments of the Executive with 4which he 
had been furniſhed, proving that the treaty 
with Great Britain was not inconſiſtent with 
our treaty with France, and did not proceed from 
any motives unfriendly to France, as had been 


 wickedly miſrepreſented on both fides the At- 


antic. 


There is a ſort of people who are indebt- 


ed for the notice which the public has be- 
ſtowed on them, principally to the malignant 
hatred which they have uniformly declared 
againſt Great Britain. A perſon of this de- 
ſcription cannot be expected to be reconciled 
to our treaty with that nation, becauſe that 
inſtrument not only prevented a war with 
that nation, but is likely long to prevent one. 
Mr. Monroe, I am ſure, will glory in the 
reputation of hating Britain and loving 
France, which he has taken ſo much pains 
to acquire. I mention this, as it will ſerve 
to explain the line of conduct which the do- 
cuments prove he obſerved upon the ſubject of 
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the Britiſh treaty, and when it is remember- 
ed that he hated Britain even with Gallic ha- 
tred, it muſt have been natural to him to en- 
tertain a cordial wiſh that the treaty ſhould 
excite the reſentment of France, and by ſome 
means or other be defeated or annulled. 
Beſides, he has informed the community that 
he foreſaw in the ſpring, 1795, if the treaty 
was ratified he would probably be recalled, 
ſo that the treaty muſt have been peculiarly 
odious to him for this expected 8 


(page 30. ) 


For ſubſtantiating this charge of IG 
duct, it is neceſſary to refer to the docu- 
ments. Mr. Monzos, in his letter to the 
Secretary of State, dated 17th Auguſt, 1795, 
which is the firſt he wrote after the treaty 
was known at Paris, informed the Secretary, 
e that within a few days paſt, Philadelphia 
papers were received as late as the 3d of Ju- 
ly, containing Mr. Jay's treaty, together 
with ſuch proceedings of the Senate upon it 
as were then publiſhed, &c. Of late I have 
| beard _—_ from the committee on this fub- 

Jef, 
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ject, nor do I euptct to hear any thing from that 
body upon it, let the impreſſion be iubat it may, 
atherwiſe than in reply to ſuch communication 
I may make therem, and reſpetting which, 
it may be proper to add, that venere 
meme 


In the ſame letter he fays, 66 As I = 
had no communication with this government 
upon the ſubject of this treaty ſince its con- 
tents were known, it is of courſe impoſſible 
for me to ſay what the impreſnon it has made 
is. It is eaſy for you, with the lights you have, 
to form a correct opinion upon that point in 
Philadelphia. He afterwards mentioned, that 
he heard an objection was made by many to 
that part of the 18th article which related to 
Proviſions ; and this is the only objeQion it 
appears had then been brought forward 
(page 206. 7 | 
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"What L . quoted af this letter wong 
never. be forgot. 1ſt. It proves by hie 
own acknowledgement & that he did not ex- 
pect to hear from the committee but in reply 
. to 
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to ſuch communications as he ſhould make 
reſpecting the treaty,” and yet he has offered 
to juſtify his ſilence on this ſubject, by ſay- 
ing he deemed it improper to make any 
communications to the directory, till they pre- 
ſented their complaints. adly. That at the 
firſt appearance of the treaty, no objection 


was made except relative to one article, 


which in practice has not been detrimental 
to either France or the United States, and is 
not therefore complained of by any body at 
this day. _ 3dly. That there were lights at 
Philadelphia by which Mr. RanpoLen 


might diſcover how the treaty. would be re. 


ceived at Paris : In other words, that what- 
ever objections ſhould be made by the French 
faction here, might be en n. made 
in France. 

On the 10th of September 179 2. 1 aa 
wrote to the Secretary. of State, and recom- 


mended if any further negociation ſhould be 


neceſſary with, Great Britain, that the perſon 
employed ſhould poſſeſs the confidence of 
France, and ſhould carry on the pegociation 
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where ibe French ſhould be negociating on peace 


either at Paris or Baſle. Further he point- 
ed out the way of engaging the:zeal of the 
French Republic, by adopting the project of 
a loan, by attacking Canada and fitting out 
privateers. It cannot eſcape notice, on read- 


ing this letter, how anxious our miniſter was 


that all further negociation with Britain 
ſhould be conducted by us under the eye of 
France. In this letter no mention is made 
that he had heard any complaints againſt the 
treaty—(page 210)—nor does his next let- 
ter, dated '4th of October, contain any idea 
concerning the treaty—(page 243.) 

On che 2oth October, 1795, Mr. MoN- 
ROE acknowledged: the receipt of ſeveral let- 
ters from the Secretary of State, dated 29th 
May, ſt, and 7th June, ad, 8th, 14th, 21ſt, 
29th and zoth July. Several of theſe let- 
ters related to the Britiſh treaty, particular- 
ly that of the iſt June, which is very lengthy, 
(conſiſting of 26 pages of the books) and con- 
tained the moſt ample imformation and moſt 
copious arguments relative to the conduct of 
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the United States in making the treaty; and 
that of the 14th July, accompanied his cor- 
reſpondence with Mr. ApzT. They were 
intended to enable our miniſter to anſwer all 
the objections that might be ſuggeſted or 
made by France relative to that treaty. On 
the 2oth October, he was therefore fully in- 
ſtructed by the Preſident how he was to act, 
and he promiſed to pay attention to thoſe 
letters. But even at this period, the follow- 
ing extracts from his letter of the 20th Octo- 
ber, 1795, no complaints had been made 
againſt the treaty. © For the preſent, how. 
ever, permit me to add, that as yet no com- 
plaint has been made to me againſt the trea- 
ty ; nor have I heard any thing from the 
committee on the ſubje& ſince the applica- 
tion requeſting information, in what light 
they were to view the reports concerning it, 
and which was made ſoon after the treaty 
was concluded,“ that is to ſay in December, 


1794. 


On the 1ath September, 1795, the Secre- 


tary of State, Mr, PICKERING, wrote a letter 
explaining 
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explaining to Mr. Mon no the propriety of 
the Britiſh treaty, the meaning of the parti 
eular ſtipulations, the motives which induced 
it, ane its expected operation—which lerter 
Mr. Mod ko anſwered: on the 6th Decem- 
ber following. In his anſwer is to be found 
this paragraph The effect which this in · 
cident produced in the councils of this coun- 
try through its ſeveral ſtages, may be traced 
in my former communications, to which Ibeg 
leave to refer you. To theſe I have nothing 
material new to add. Symptoms of diſcontent 
it is true, are ſtill ſeen; but whether they 
will aſſume an aſpect more unpleaſant, I 
know not : if they do, or any thing occurs 
of ſufficient importance to merit your atten- 
tion, I will certainly appriſe you of it, and 
without delay.“ 


Upon this letter it may be obſerved, that 
the effects of the treaty up to that time up- 
on the French councils, were to be traced in 
his former letters. 'Theſe I have ſhortly ſta- 
ted ; ſo that for upwards of a year, the trea- 
ty had excited no difcontents that Mr.-Mow- 
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rot deemed as his correſpondence ſtates, 


to be of any conſequence, When they be- 


gan to appear, he was fully furniſhed by the 
Executive with the means of ſatisfying, or at 
leaſt endeavouring to ſatisſy the directory 
of Franee ; or at this period the directory 
had gone into office. | We are therefore to 
examine the conduQ of our miniſter from 
December 1595, till his recall in Auguft 
1996—For it is during this ſpace that he is 
moſt particularly chargeable with negte& of 
duty, or a wilful diſregard of the wiſhes. of 
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No. XI. 


Ir has been fully eſtabliſhed by the 
letters of Mr. Mod Rox, that ſo late as De- 
cember 1795, no complaint had been made 
to him by the ruling powers of France, tho” 
the treaty had been known and publiſhed 
in the papers at Paris from the middle of 
Auguſt to that time; a ſpace of almoſt four 
months. Hence it may be infered that the 
ſuſpicions which were at firſt entertained 
againſt the treaty, vaniſhed ſo ſoon as it was 
inſpected; and that the Directory ſaw in it 
no cauſe of diſſatisfaction, and probably 
never would have made it a ſubject of unea- 
ſineſs, but for the ſuggeſtions of Americans, 
If any inquiry is made how and by what 


means, the French Republic has been induc- 
ed of late, to view the treaty in a different 


light; and to hold it forth as the oſtenſi- 
ble cauſe of that ſyſtem of injury and de- 
predation which is carried on againſt Ameri- 


can commerce, nothing can be more eaſily 
anſwered. 


In 
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In a poſtcript to Mr. MonRoz's letter of 
the 5th November, 1795, he informed the 
Secretary of State as follows: Mr, Fav. 
CHET is lately arrived, and as he appears to 
be extremely diſſatisfied with Mr. Jay's trea- 
ty with Great Britain, and is apparently well 
received by his government, I doubt not his 
communications on that head will be attended 
to.” This miniſter of the French Republic 
carried with him from America a thorough 
knowledge of the oppoſition which had been 
excited againſt the treaty, by the matchleſs 
induſtry of the partizans of France, in every 
corner of our country. Never was an in- 
ſtrument ſo miſrepreſented and fo ſlandered. 
Some men were ſo impudent as to ſay, that 
the treaty contained any and every thing 
that occurred to their imagination, which 
might render it odious. All the paſſions of 
America were engaged, and its reaſon ſeem- 
ed for a moment to have been loſt. With 
the impreſſion which theſe occurrences occa- 
ſioned, Mr. FaucnerT returned to France. 
Beſides, during his reſidence here, he had 
wade a .perſonal acquaintance with many 
| leading 
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leading characters, and eſpecially with thoſe 


faction. He was poſſeſſed with all the ob- 


jections which the advocates for France in 


our national councils had been able to in- 
vent. He was poſſeſſed with the reaſons (if 


ſuch they deſerve to be called) which Sena- 
tors Burr and Tazewell had taken care to 


ſpread upon the journals of the Senate in 
ſupport of their reſpective motions to with- 
hold the conſent of the Senate from ratifying 
the treaty, Thus informed, thus fortified, 


thus ſuſtained, he would repreſent in the 


ſtrongeſt colors the unhappy diviſions which 
pervaded the community; and when the 
Directory found, that there were Americans, 
in number conſiderable, and in talents and 
addreſs inſtuential, who were purſuing with 
zeal and union a plan to defeat the treaty: 
with Great Britain, and to promote a quar- 
rel with that nation; it was natural, it was 
unavoidable that they ſhould, with at leaſt 
equal zeal, come forward, and taking their 
party by the hand, ' ſhould repeat every ob- 
jection which had been made on this fide 
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the Atlantic; and ſo they did. Was it to 


be expected that the Directory would deſert 


the French party here on any occaſion ? Was 
it to. be ſuppoſed they would deſert the par- 
ty, while it was uſing every exertion to fruſ- 
trate the treaty, by claiming and exerciſing 
the right to refuſe the neceſſary appropria- 
tions? Well did Mr. Monroz obſerve to 


Secretary RANDOLPH, © it as is eaſy for you, 


with the lights, you have, to form a correct 
opinion upon that point, (meaning the im- 
preſſion made by the treaty in France) in 
Philadelphia, as for me to do it here (page 
207.) It is a lamentable and undeniable 
truth, that there has been, and is a perfect 
concert of action between the French party 
here, and the ruling power in France. This 
is the radical ſource of the embarraſſments 
which have attended our national movements. 


Ihe faction (which thanks to God has declin- 


ed to a junto, for the people are withdrawing 
their ſupport) has had the prudence to agree 
in. their meaſures, and whatever they have 


been, they have been abetted and aſſiſted by 


the French Republic. It is by this policy, 
K which 
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which France perfectly underſtands, and will 


never neglect, that ſhe has added fo largely 
to her territory during the preſent war; and 
it is this policy which ſhe may be expected 
to purſue with unremitted aſſiduity, during 
the troubles which now threaten the peace 
of the United States. Againſt theſe exer- 

tions of France, America muſt oppoſe a juſt 
| ſenſe of her own dignity. She muſt exclude 
from her councils thoſe faithleſs men who, 
whether the dupes'or the guides of foreign 
politics, no longer deſerve her confidence ; 
and muſt defend her injured rights with the 
ſpirit of a free, ſovereign and independent 
nation. A ſtate of public affairs is near, or 
rather is come, when cement is neceſſary 
to preſerve the Union. If a certain party 
have a diſtin object, which J hope they 
have not, it is a ſeparation of the ſtates ; 
when the ſouthern part is to be put under the 
care and protection of the French Republic. 


It is hither their regular and unceaſing courſe 


of political action has tended. From a lot 
fo e the Lord fave thoſe ſtates. 
| S ELIT 0. 
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No. XII. 


| I T was not my intention to remark on 
any inconſiſtencies which might appear to 
me between Mr. MoNRox's narrative ſince 
his recall, and his letters written at Paris: 
there is one, however, I mult notice. In his 
narrative written in 1797, after his recall, he 
has ventured to repreſent that © the poſſeſ- 
Hon of the treaty enabled the French govern- 
ment--to judge for itſelf upon all the points 
which it involved: and that the effect was 


not an equivocal one, for there did not ap- 


pear to be a deſcription of perſons, not in the 
intereſt of the coaleſced powers, who did not 
openly and ſeverely cenſure it.” (page 34.) 
In a following page he has ſtated, that © the 
appearance of the treaty excited the general 
diſguſt of France againſt the American go- 
vernment, which was now diminiſhed by the 
oppoſition which: the American people made 
to the treaty.” Already I have cited his let- 


ter of the 17th Auguſt, written ſoon after the 


treaty appeared at Paris ; and his letter of 
20th October, 


| 
| 


100 .Sc1PIo's Rgfledtions 


20th Oc ober, which expreſsly contradict this 
repreſentation. If, however, it is to be be- 
lieved that Mr. Mod Ron has more truly ſta- 
ted the impreſſions of France, at the ſight of 
the treaty in his narrative of 1797, than in 
his letter of 1795, it will follow that he will 
appear in a more culpable light than I have 
been difpoſed to view him. It will prove 
that he ſo much longer neglected thoſe 
friendly explanations. which it was his duty 


to have offered reſpecting the treaty. From 


his correſpondence it appears that not only 


after the treaty. appeared. at Paris, but even 


after he had received, in October, 1795, the 
inſtructions of the Preſident, he did not ſoli- 
cit an audience of the Directory on this ſub- 
ject till the 5th March, 1796, a ſpace of fif- 
teen months from the concluſion of the trea- 
ty, and about ſeven months after it had been 
publiſhed in Paris, and four months after he 
had received the. copious comments on the 
treaty, from the Secretary of State, contain» 
ed in his letter of June, and the anſwer to 
Mr. ApezT's objections. Nor did Mr. MoN- 
| xox deſire an audience before he had been 


told 
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told by the miniſter of foreign affairs, that 
the Directory had made up its mind how to 
act concerning the treaty. - That he ſhould 
have been an indifferent ſpectator to the dif. 
contented feelings of France before, and 
while it was coming to a mature determina- 
tion, and ſhould, immediately after he was 
informed that ſuch a determination was ta- 
ken, requeſt an audience of the Directory on 
the ſubject,” muſt be admitted to be ſtrong 
evidence, not only of negligence, but of in- 
capacity. Let it be noted, that neither his 
letter of the 22d of December, 1795, nor 
that of 26th of January, 1796, Contained a 
word on the treaty. 


In his letter of 16th February, 1 8 he 
has informed the Secretary of State, that he 
had called the day before on the miniſter of 
foreign Affairs, to repreſent the diſtreſſes of 
ſeveral of his countrymen ; but before he 
was allowed to enter on the ſubject, his at- 
tention was called to the treaty by the miniſ- 
ter of foreign affairs, who obſerved, © the 
Directory had at length made up its mind how 
"1 v8 1 
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to act concerning our treaty with England : 
that it conſidered the alliance between us 
as ceaſing to exiſt, from the moment the 
treaty was ratified ; and had, or ſhould ap- 
point an envoy extraordinary, to repreſent 
the ſame to our government, &c. that he 
ſhould hand to me an official note on this ſub-- 
ject, being ordered ſo to do by the Direc- 
tory,” &c. (page 311.) Mr. Monros further 
confirmed, that as no ſpecific objection was 
made, he could make no ſpecific reply: that 
he expreſſed his aftoniſhment at the meaſure: 
propoſed, ineulcated the propriety of * can-- 
dor in diſcuſſing the treaty, and intended to 
demand an audience, for the purpoſe” of dis 
verting France from the meaſure. 


On the 2oth of February he wrote that he 
had aſked and obtained a conference with 
the miniſter of foreign affairs, concerning the 
miſſion of an envoy to America; that he 
had remonſtrated againſt the meaſure, and 
had declared that he was always ready to 
enter into explanations relative to the treaty 
6 uhen required, and would do it with plea- 
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fure; to which the miniſter replied; that 
France had much cauſe of complaint againſt 
us, independently of our treaty with England, 
but chat by this-treaty, ours with-them was 
annihilated ; but admitted that the objections 
to the miffion of an envoy to America, which 
had been urged, had much force in them, and 
ſhould be confidered. It is added in this let- 
ter, that he (Mr. Mod ROE) expected he might 
be called on for explanations of the treaty, in 
tobich caſe he ſhould avail himſelf in the beſt 
manner of the communications he had re- 


ecived-from-the Department of State. 


The plan of ſending an envoy to America 
was laid aſide, and whether the oppoſition of 
Mr. Mox Ro to this meaſure was judicious 
er not, I will not venture to decide. It is 
probable, however, it would not have made 
things worſe with this country than we now 
find them; and our explanations and argu- 
ments would have been as ably urged in Phi- 
ladelphia as any where elſe. But if Mr. 
Monroe had already been guilty of unwar- 
rantable- negligence in permitting the Direc- 

men tory 
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tory to make up its mind without any previous 
diſcuſſion, or repreſentation of the treaty in 
our behalf; this negligence became inexcuſa. 
ble and fatal, by his ſubſequent conduct. 
Inſtead of telling the miniſter of foreign, af- 


fairs he was ready, when required by the 


French Republic, to give explanations; on 
this ſubject, he ought to have ſent him im- 
mediately a written communication, embrac- 
ing every particular which he had heard, or 
believed might have occaſioned any diſſatis- 
faction. Let it be remembered, Mr. Mox- 


ROE, in his letter of the 17th. Auguſt, 1795, 


had told the Preſident he expected to hear ne 
complaints unleſs in reply to his. repreſentations. 
With this opinion, if Mr. Monroe believed 
that France was well ſatisfied with the Unit- 


ed States, it would have been proper to 


obſerve ſilence on the treaty ; but if he was 
acquainted with its diſcontent, and found it 
from time to time encreaſing, as the docu- 


+ | ments prove, or as he acknowledges in his 


narrative ; and if he believed the French 
Republic would; not expreſs to him any ſen- 
timents on that ſubject, but in reply to his 
| obſervations, 
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eb/ervations, he was bound in duty to com- 
mence an explanation. If this could not be 
done verbally, it ſhould have been put in 
writing, which it was not in the power of 
the French cabinet to prevent. There was 
no other way for endeavouring to remove the 
uneaſineſs of France, but by actually com- 
mencing the diſcuſſion on his part, and not 
merely by declaring his willingneſs to enter 
upon it. This would have been executing 
the expectations of the Executive, whoſe an- 
xious and unceaſing wiſh to preſerve harmo- 
ny between the two countries, had been on 


all occafions teſtified to him. If theſe en- 


deavours had been unſucceſsful, though it 
would have been the ſource of infinite regret, 
it would have afforded conſolation to reflect, 
that every thing had been done that was poſ- 
ſible to obtain ſucceſs. He ought not ſo 
long to have remained in Paris, a filent wit- 
neſs to the growing diſcontent of France, 
without making ſome exertion to diminiſh or 
remove it. All the remedies which the Ex- 
ecutive could ſupply were in his hands, and 


certainly he ought to have tried their eſſica- 


bk... 
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ey in due ſeaſon, and not have deferred tber ian 
application till the diſeaſe * 2 be- pro 
come incurable. are 

6 SHE ey OUR} fro1 

It is true that in March Mr. MoxRoOR did ing 
demand an audience of the Directory, which Mo 
was granted. 'Fhat having demanded the wit! 
audience, he was obliged to open the confer- *| no 
ence ; that the reſult was, that they ordered his 
their miniſter of foreign affairs to ſend a note opi 
of their complaints to the American miniſter, jud 
which. was done ſoon afterwards, and to Fro 
which Mr. Mongos returned an anſwer. -f|- rg 
But all this was entirely out of ſeaſon—it was not 
2 month after the Directory had determined con 
on their courſe of conduct, as they nad ex- ſtar 
0 informed him. 6 of k 

| en for that any thing choc Me 8 * 
 Monxos could have done, would have di- 2 
verted France from her preſent offenſive and * 
unjuſt ſyſtem. The people of the United will 
States are deſcendants from the Britiſh, and ch 
though ſeparate and. independent in govern- Sex 


ment, yet. ſpeaking the ſame language, alike Ns 


in. 
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in manners, connected by commerce, and 
profeſſing the Chriſtian religion, the French 
are led to contemplate us as Engliſhmen, and 
from their hatred to England, are not ſpar- 
ing of their injuries to us. But ſurely Mr. 
Mor Ro ought to have hd his endeavours 
with vigilance, conſtancy and ſincerity; and he 
ſhould have uſed them in due ſeaſon, and with 
his utmoſt ability, to correct the erroneous 
opinions, and to diſſipate the unfavourable pre- 
judices which the treaty might have excited. 
From the Executive he had in due time re- 
ceived the fulleſt directions, and had been 
not only reminded how to regulate his future 
conduct, but had been reproved for ſome in- 
ſtances of his miſconduct, ſo early as the 2 3d 
of November, 1795. The Secretary of State 
wrote him a ſhort letter, of which the follow. 
ing is an extract. I write now merely to 
acknowledge the receipt of your ſeveral let- 
ters numbered 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21. You 
will ſee an anſwer to the laſt has been anti- 
cipated by a long letter from me, dated in 
September, on the ſubject of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain, 

By 
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By that letter you will underſtand, that the 
ideas you have detailed are quite foreign to the 
views of the government of the United States,” 
(page 319.) Even this did not ſtimulate 
him to action, but it was reſerved for the 
miniſter of foreign affairs to rouſe him from 
His lethargy, by telling him poſitively that 
France had at length made up its mind how 
to act concerning the Britiſh treaty. - After 
this period it might have been foreſeen that 
his repreſentations. would be unavailing, and 
ſo they were. The proper ſeaſon had paſſed 


by unimproved, and it was never to be recal- | 


led. The diſcontent of France was grown 
to maturity, and what might have been only 
a tranſient prejudice, was become a fixed 
opinion. l ; 


. 
= o - 
. 
. 
- 
* ” 
* 


ba. 


2 $ CIPIO. 1 * 


* 


ta 
ke 
D 
= 
be 
to 
Or 
di 
th 
_ wi 
m 
cc 
to 
an 
tre 
go 
to 
If 
tie 
let 
ha 
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II would be neither uſeful nor enter -· 
wining to remark. on the communications 
which paſſed between our miniſter and the 
Directory, relative to the Britiſh treaty, after 
| "they had told him they had made up their mind 
bow to act. He ſeems to have been afraid 
to repreſent the ſentiments of the Executive 
on this ſubject; apprehending they might be 
them fuſpe& his perſonal-devotion to their 


will, which en ſo many occafions; he had 


manifeſted. By this timidity, he muſt have 
contributed to alarm their jealouſy, and not 
to appeaſe it. . While he pretended to juſtify 
and ſupport the Executive in reſpect to the 
treaty,” he appears to have diſtruſted the 
goodneſs of his cauſe, and by this diffidence 
to have animated the diſcontent of France. 
I ſtall paſs over the uncertainties, contrarie- 
ties and idle conjectures to be found in his 
letters to the ſecretary of State. They may 
have deen meant to keep the mind of the 

L Preſident 
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Preſident in anxious and painful ſuſpenſe; 
or they may have been deſigned to leave the 
ex-miniſter at full liberty, at a future day to 
join in ſupporting that nation in demanding 
an abrogation of the treaty with Britain. If 
de has ſo dubioufly, ſo jeſuitically, f6 infin. 
cerely defended 'the meaſures of 'America in 
relation to foreign nations, and partieularly 


the treaty * with Britain, that he can now 


without inconſiſteney, advocate the proceed. 
ings of France, all men muſt agree he Has 
deen the unfaithful” repreſentative of the 
United States. Will any perſon doubt after 
reading Mr. Monzoe's pamphlet, on which 
fide he now ſtands in the controverſy be- 
tween France and his mative country. He 
has avowed his Object in his publication to 
de, to denounce the Executive för what he 
calls injuſtice and perfidy towards France. 
He has recapitulated no leſs than fourteen 
charges to make good his'denunciation; run- 
ning over a period of ſeveral years, which 
embraces the Whole pace of his miniſtry at 
Paris. 1s it poſſible that Mr. Momo could 
have truly and cordially endeavored to ful- 


7 
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fil: the views of the Preſident, as the miniſter 
of the United States to the French Republic, 
if he differed from him in ſentiment, and diſ- 
approved of his meaſutes, or ſuſpected his 
objects ? Ho can it be reconciled, that he 
remained more than two years in a miniſtry 
ubject to the direction of the Preſident, and 
for ought that appears, would have willingly 
remained forever if in his power; and that 
when he has been recalled, he has written a 
dock of accuſations againſt his employer, in 
which he endeavors to prove that, relative to 

France, the Executive has been either un- 
: wiſe; or unjuſt, or diſhonozable and has für- 
niſhed juſt cauſe for the complaints of that 
nation ? After this is it ſurptiſing that citi- 
ten Barras, Preſident af the Directory, in 
the valedictory delivered to Mr. Moxnox, 
« at his taking leave of France, ſnould have 
taken that occaſion to pronounee an invective 
againſt our Preſident, and an eulogy on our 
miniſter; did not this demonfrate that the Di- 
-reQory believed the ſentiments of the miniſ- 
tet and of che Prefident to be at variance, 
and that the former had been ſubſervient to 
Ln the 


* 
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the views: of: France? Elſe why were the 
Directory diſpoſed to permit Mr. Monzon 
always to remain in his miniſtry ; why have 
they refuſed not only to receive, but even 
to hear his ſucceſfor, Gen. PincKNer, than 
whom no American truly attached to the 
good of his country, could be leſs exception- 
able—why at this moment, have our three 
envoys. been ſo long delayed, or perhaps 
ſent back without an audience? To them no 
perſonal objection has been or can be made. 
The only anſwer that occurs to me to theſe 
queſtions is, that France having ſe, long 
been indulged with a miniſter more uſeful 
to it than to America ; a miniſter who did 
every thing to inſpire the Directory with 
confidence in him, but nothing to inſpire 
them with confidence.in the Executiye ; a 
miniſter -who repreſented himſelf to that, 
in proportion as he diſregarded the intereſts 
of this government, was diſpleaſed at his re- 
call, and may have taken up the opinion that 
ſhe is entitled to have at all times a miniſter 
from America, equally condeſcending, ob- 
n and ſubmiſſive. In the preſent. 
diſagreement 
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diſagreement between the two nations, if an 


argument more forcible than the re to ſup- 


port the act of the Executive in removing 
this miniſter was ſought for, the panegyric | 
of citizzn Barras on our miniſter's conduct 


would furniſh it. 


To confirm the ſtatement which 1 have 
made of Mr. Moxroz's n2gligence reſpeA- * : 


ing the Britiſh treaty, I mult pi eſent to he 
public an extract from the letter of the Sec- 


retary, of. State to him, dated I 3th June, | 


179 5: It is as follows: & But the principal 
matter which now demands attention is what 


* 
concerns the lat: treaty bet NEED the Vrit. d 


States and Great Britain. d 


. Of the views of the government of the 


United States on this ſubject, you have long 
ſince been poſſeſſed as well before as ſabſe. 
quent to its ratification. © Theſe views were 


communicated to you for the ſole purpoſe of 


furniſhing you with the, means of removing 
objections and diſpelling - jealouſies. * By - 
your own repreſentations both abjections and 


jealouſies exiſted. It has been therefore a- 


Lz : matter 
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matter of no- ſmall ſurpriſe to the Preſident, 


that during ſo long a period you contented 


yourſelf merely with having thoſe means in 


your poſſeſſion without applying them _ 
ey for which Wey were neo venered 


« As wh As Oftober laſt you predified that 


| if Mr. Jay's treaty ſhould be ratified, it would 
excite great.diſcontent in France, Early in 


November you mentioned the arrival of Mr. 
Favcurr extremely diſſatisfied with the trea- 
ty; adding that he was well received and 
would therefore be attended to. On the 


6th December you acknowledge the receipt 


of my letter of September 4 2th, written ſub- 


ſequently to the ratification of the treaty, to 


repeat and further explain the principles and 


views of the government concerning it. Mr. 


'ApzrT's objections to the treaty and their re- 
futation accompanied my letter. And with 
- ſuch means in your hands, means amply ſuf- 
ficient to vindicate the conduct of the United 
States; not leſs regret than ſurpriſe is excited 

that no attempt was made to apply them to 
che highly important uſe for which they were 


't ſent, 
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although the ſymptoms of diſcontent appear- 
ed, although theſe ſy mptoms unattended to 
and unallayed might increaſe to an inflam- 
mation, and Mr. FaucrerT's arrival with all 
his diſſatisfaction and prejudices about him 
would aſſuredly add to the irritation; yet 
you were ſilent and inactise, until on the 
i 5th February you were alarmed by che pro- 
ject of the directory accidentally communi- 
cated to you by the miniſter of foreign af- 
fairs of ſending to this country an envoy ex- 
traordinary to repreſent to aur government 
their deciſion: concerning the treaty with 
Great Britain, that they conſidered the. 
treaty of alliance between us as ceaſing to 
exiſt from the moment the treaty was ratifi- 
ed.” Tour letter of the aoth of the ſame 
month, deſcribes your ſecond interview with 
the miniſter on the project of ſending an en- 
voy extraordinary, and the reaſons you urg- 
ed to diſſuade them from it, were certainly 
very cogent. Vour letter of the roth March, 
informs us the project was laid aſide, andyour 
. of the 25th of March, that you had an 
audience 
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audience of the directory on the ſubject, and 


that they had agreed to ſuſpendto propoſe their 


propoſed extraordinary miſſion, until the 


points in queſtion ſhould be diſcuſſed between 
you and the miniſter of foreign affairs. The 
reſult of this audience appears ſatitfaftory, and 


from the good effett produced by the partial ex- 


planations then given, may be calculated the © 
happy conſequences. of the full communications 
which might have been mage, and which for ſo © 
long a time you had poſſeſſed the means of 
making, in vindication of the government you 


repreſent. - That theſe were not made, that 


they had not bezn made even fo late as the 25th. 
M March, is again to be extremely regretted, 
- becauſe the juſtice, the honor and the faith of 
eur country, were queſtioned, and conſequently 


their not important intere/ts were at flake, 


age 365.) This document ſhall cloſe the 


iHuſtration of this inſtance of Mr. Mod ROE's 


miſconduct. In juſtifying himſelf it is true 
he has ſtated that he conceived it moſt pru- 
dent, to obſerve filence on this topic, which 


he terms remaining on the defenſive: but 
in a caſe like this, what: fort of defence was' 


. ſilence ? 
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filence ? Did ſilence diſpel jealouſies? Did 


filence efface the «miſconceptions which had 
been produced by the wicked miſrepreſenta- 
tions of the treaty, ſo induſtriouſly invented, 
and reiterated on this fide the water by the 
French faction? Did filence vindicate the 


juſtice and honor of America, from the vile 


aſperſions thrown on both, not only by ſome 
of our citizens, but even by members of our 
legiſlative bodies ? Did filence vindicate the 
Executive from the infinite calumnies which 
were circulated by the editor of the Aurora, 
the confidential friend and correſpondent of ci- 
tizen MonRoz ? Or was nat ſilence the part 
which by the French faction, was preſcribed 
to him to act as beſt calculated to weaken 
and embarraſs the adminiſtration of our 
government, and to promote their turbulent 


and vicious projects. | 
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of reading the documents which Mr. Mo- 


vox has annexed to, his pamphlet, and cauſed 
10 be publiſhed by his confidential friend, 
Bache, will learn from them whether, the 
various inſtances, of miſcondutt which have 
been the ſubject of my obſervations, are 
not ſally: eee Let them be re- 
peated: . ü 28 


| of It appears to me : he ad miſrepreſent 
to the committee of public ffety,, that 
he was not authorized by the Preſident to 
complain of the decree of the French repub- 
lic, derogatory of our treaty with France, 
which would naturally make an impreſſion 
that the Executive either negletted the rights 
and intereſts of the citizens of the United 


States or were afraid to complain of the in- 


juries and ſpoliations done to their perſons. 
and property ; an uopreffion no-leſs diſhonor- 
17 able 
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our commercial fellow citizens. 


ad. It appears to me he did of his own 
head inform the committee, if a departure 
from the Treaty was found on. Experience 
advantageous to France © his f government and 
| the people in general of his country, would 
bear with it not only wich patience but with 
pleaſure,” by which ahject and unauthorized 
declaration he has in ſome meaſure contri- 
buted to bring on our commerce, the ruin- 
ous ſyſtem of depredation under YA 

AY now is - ſuffering. 


3d. It; appears to me he did miſrepreſent 
the miſſion of Mr. Jay when he aſſerted that 
it was limited excluſively, to two objets, 
the delivery of the weſtern poſts, and com- 
penſation for 1 injuries to our commerce, by 
which means he laid the foundation for cer- 
tain diſappointments and diſſatjsfaRtions on 
the part of France, with whatever treaty 
might be made between this country and 
(Great Britain. 


NN Ach. It appears to me he did contrary 
to 


120 — Feli 
10 his duty, promiſe to cormutiicate to the 
committee the treaty negotiated by Mr. ] av 
ſo ſoon as it was in his power, and did endea. 
vour to obtain a copy forthat purpoſe before 
it could have been laid before the Preſident 
of the United States, by ſending a ET, 

meſſenger to London for it. 


th. penn to me bs 


the project of a loan of a conſiderable ſum 
of money, to be advanced on the credit of 
the United- States, to enable France to proſe. 
cute the preſent war, and relying on the pro- 
miſe of France to reimburſe it if it ſhould be 
at afuture day able ; a meaſure incompatible 
with the continuance of our ſtate of neutrali- 
ty, which was the courſe that the Executive 
had determined, with the approbation of A- 
merica to purſue; a meaſure that, by de- 
priving the. United States of their own re- 
ſources when moſt wanted, would have made 
them completely dependent on the fortune 
md will of France. 


6th. It appears to me he did neglet 3 
ſeaſonably and diligently, the means put in his 


France to the affe@ions of our fellow citibens; 


to comp 
able to 
| ments of r 


erilons of the F yu 2 the United 
States, i it was ſuppoſed might be excited-i in 
France. 


"i. have omitted, and ſhall omit to mention the 
ther matters of inferior cone quence, which, 
; ding t to the documents; exhibit our mi- 

anunfavorable point of view as they 

"4 
tend to ſhewhis conſtant deſire to recommend 


and to excuſc ail palliate thoſe acts of in- 
W of which we have had ſo much cauſe 
in : : his zeal to make himſelf agree- 

fance, bis indifference to the ſenti- 
; Executive, and his undueprefer- 
ence of che intereſts of France to all other 
objells, with they blind and infatuated party 


| , who take ſide with France againſt America, 


theſe traits are deemed meritorious: with 
ſuch perſons Mr. Mox ao is welcomg, to all 
the merit that his late miniſtry can entitle 

M him. 


* „Sete ee, 
him. 3 * becaullthat Juebnfidered, um 


as one of them, as he Hinmffelf has avowed, 


that Tread his bod, xrhich contains that ſyſtem 
of attack on our preſent government, deemed 


| by the party; beſt ec to introduce im- 


portant . * 


As it contains a 17 deal of his correſpon- 


5 dence upon matters uncanneRed with a vin- 
dication of himſelf, or an accuſation of, his 


employer, the late Prefident off the 1 


States, Iſhould not have perſeycbed dnpugh 
tie tedious taſk, but from a deſire to be tru- 


ty informed, from the documents them- 
ſelves, and from an i intention, big the narrative 


appeared unſupported by them, to offer to 


the public my reflections on his conduct. It 
was to be expefted that this diſmiſſed, of. 
| ficer, writing updex, the influences of teſent- 
ment, would endeavour to exhibit in an odli- 
_ ous view, the wilt" and virtuous ſtateſman * : 
who has juſt retired from the helm; and 1 


am 5 no perſon will fay his, narrative is 


deficient of the malevolent ſpiric which has 


 charafteriſed the publlcations of the party, 


and 


. 


ve 


br 


— 


' and chat Mr. CN Er was inſtructed to attempt 
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and eſpecially x8 are naue his 


friend Backs. 


HT. 's 


NG N is aL ins ſaying that 
_ this book is a part of the ſyſtem of attack 


upon our preſent government, from which the | 


French party expe to prodose important 
changes. b ; 
It cannot hve eſcaped the obſervation of 

the intelligent part of ſociety, that they, who 


weregppaſed to our preſent government at 


its wiffitution, have generally, after finding - 


their efforts unavailing, which were made ig 


its firſt operatio and after finding the affec- 


tions of the people towards it, not only at- 
tached, but encreaſing, pretended to be ſa- 
tified: With the conſtitution ; . they have 


changed their oppoſition, as they ſay, from 


the goverrment to the adminiſtration. It is 
allo well n that they have been i inva- 


*4 riably in concert wich the French cabinet, 


to produce ſome alterations in our govern- 


ment; and if, on his arrival, the circum- 
| P | ſtances - 


has From time to time attempted $,avaxed 
here, has been maintained and a 


and this 


ige Servo! s Re aa, 
ſtances of the counght ers: unfavorable te 
9 attempts, that they might de deſerted 


to amore convenient oppoxtunity. ws, rer 
10 his infirületibns, publiſhed by Himſelf” i in 2 


1794. It is notorious, that whatever „ 


been Wine in France, by the ruling power 


of the day, was approved and juſtified] 2 
ſoon as it was known, by the French faction 
here; and that whatever the. French faction 


by 


the K ber there. This harmony. e — 


2 


any years has not proceeded, from 


nt: it has been : reſult ai a, d 


| . Las the oppoliti ion leaWhhere, who are 


deſixous to be in power, 2 the French 
cabinet, who ge ien to bee e, 
affairs of Amatica, as well as of | Europe. 
The buſineſs i is Wl underſtood helle. . 


is founded on the ambition f 
both. Rather than nog hay the” adiniſtra, 


tion in their hands, which might give an in. 
fluence to be uſed in creating radical changes 


in the Eros ſuited to cheir dea, they 


1 * ae 


. 
* » 
» 


nd 1 


> that he never would be the tool of France 12 
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are willing to obiain ſt by the aid of a foreign 
nation, - and the lach is willing to beſtow its 


aud to men who are expefted to be ſubſervi- 


ent to if not devoredto its will; Wich this ob- 
-, ze plainly before them, their ſteps have heen 


+ direfted thither without looking to ** 
or to the left, 


When the late Prefidehthad PORN WP; 
as'every aft of his adminiſtration did demon- 


ſtrate, his invariable policy to preſerve the 


United States in their independence; and 


tacking them to her, as a province in ſabt, 
however they might be in name; from that 
time it becam à maxim in the French coun- 
cils, that the confidence and affection of the 
people in G Ron Wilk ron was to be 
deſtfoyed. It was foreſeen” by this combina- 
ee o long as the public ſhould believe 
their confidence and affettion well placed in 
him, his meaſures” and the perſons moſt ac- 
tive in maintaining them would be eſteemed. 
Conſequently, that his ſyſtem would be like- 5 
ly to be continued, and the adminiſtration 

we” confined 
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1 confined to men who had n that ſys- 1 

3 tem. That the weight of Preßdent Wan- 
£ 1n6Tox,s{ervices/might be diminiſhed f | . 
+ taken awayJEaflmny and falſchoog have been Io 
2 at work day and night —certain Babettes! n ti | b 
"i bur cbuntry have teemed- with every male. © * 
* Be volent fiklion that could be deviſed againſt 1 3 r 
2 "0H, him, and, not col nt with taking Editors of — N * { 


5 gs into pay, as I believe. is the caſe, 
it's alſo reaſon.to believe that the French 
e have hired ſechral writergto! crimi- 
nate, revile, and libel the conduByghur late 
Prelident, of whom Tom Patyz and Fam 
CHET deſerve-to be. 4 patiicitely,notiecd. ,* 


Wy. - * * 


Vene of theſe write barg erpreſſed theit 


3 

motive to be, to "convince the people that, * 

t as a general he ſcarcely deſerved well of hie 8 

1 * N 

5 country, and chat. as a ſtateſman his admini- 25 
lation has been unwiſe, wicked, ungrate- — 


ſul and perfſoura That they aye. been 
under unat tountable prejudices in his favor, | 


| which muſt be removed to ſave their liberties , 


and that all who have ſuſtained his adminis- 
gation, have like him, been traitors to our 
* | 
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country, and aug .be diſcarded ous 
their confidence. 


2 


Ts i is 14 form of attack nor carrying on {£ 
' tes Mr. Moxgos by publiſh; ing bis 1 


* 


book is conceived to have taken apart, and iin 2 
4% which Ton PA1xE has already made his ap- «IE fs 


— © 


* pearance. © Copnefted with this ſubjekt, 1 #2 =» 
ſhall draw the attention of the publie to ih 2 
ſetters of Tou Palxz, written at Paris 8 | 
Prefident Wasnixerox, while the writer * 9 


* reſided jgpthebouſe of the Ameriean miniſter, 
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; No. | 0 afoot * 


1 T 3 val on the 2 as 
Pane thit 1 aſſerted that he 4 reſi- 


ded with Mr. Monxoz at Paris, in the yeat, , 


179 5 when he wrote two letters to Preſident 
2 VGTON, and probably, he was there 


when he wrote 2 third, dated zoth July Yo | 


1796." The two former are dated 22d Fe- 


bruary and 206 September, 4795, and in 
the laſt are to be found the following ſenten · 


the committee were removed the expira-" 


tion of their time of ſerving, Noxnor , 
reclaimed me, and I wh 


liberated the "4th. of 
N ovenber. Ipmediately* upon my lidera- 
. tion Mr. Mox ROE invited me to, his houſe, 
where I remained more than a.year and A 
half, and I ſpeak of his aid aid and friengſhip as 
an open hearted man will Ahe do in ſuch 
a eaſe, with reſpect and Frattude (page 25 
of the letter.) I Fu 


_ Wa _ A 0 p 
** : 4 


\Thovgh the year * not expreſs when 
' — Ton 


— 
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Tou Pains was liberated, it was in 1794, 
as will appear by Mr. Monzoz's letters, da- 


| ted 1ſt November, 1794, and 1 3th January, 


1795, (page 100.) As then he reſided 


more than a year and a half from the ah 
November, 1794, in the houſe of the Ame 


$7 rican,miniſter, he was certainly there in;Feb- 


ruary and September, 1795, and moſt pro- 


bably in July, 1796, when the laſt letter was 


written, - The firſt mentioned of theſe let- 


ters, iti is true, when it was ſhewn to Mr. 
Mon Ke was deſired to be recalleg, which 
was for that time accordingly done, but was 
afterwaids ſent in 1796. More than 15 
after the date of [this letter, Tow : 


| Paths was pertyice@to live with the Ameri- 


can miniſter as one of his famify, upon terms 
of familiar friendſhip, inſtead of which treat- · 


melt he buht to have been inſſantly ſhewn 
tlie door, and forbid his houſe. In it he re- 


proached t the Prefident for not interpoling 
his exertions to obtain his liberation from 
the impriſonment inflicted, by the ruling 
power of France, whigh he attributed wholly 


to his 9 to keep him at a diſtance from 
the 


— 
iy 


Oo 
2 


by.” in the following Fords t. 
have ſuſpected you of 11 achery, bu he- 
| ther I recover from the Hlineſs 1 now. b 
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the United States,“ becauſe (as he ſays) the 


Preſence of a man who, might diſapprove 


of the adminiſtration, and.who had credit 


| enough n che country to be heard and be.. 


lieved, was not wiſhed” In it he mycigh--* 
ed alſo againſt the proclamation of neutrality 
and genſured the conduct of Mr, Ji in his 


'negociation, and ſome oth: hgh ox joe 


2 4 
* og 


+35. 
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is conciſef impudent, inſclent, infamous. In 
this he demanded copies of whatever the 
Preſent had vrigen reſ petting him, either 
1 his public or private letters, and in, 
I Le Th to 


gy not, I hall contiäue 40 think. you beck. 
erous till you give. mee cauſe to think other- 
wiſe. 1 am ſure you would have found your- 
ſelf more at your eaſe, had 70 Med b7 
me as you ought; ; for Whether your de. 
ſertion of me was intended to Sratify the 


| Engliſh government, er b let me fall inte 
ES deeſtruction 


* 


* 


> 
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deftruftion”i in Francs, that you might ex- 
claim the louder againſt the French revolu- 


TE tion}; or Whether you hoped by, my extinQion 


- to meet with leſs oppoſition in mounting up 


the American government, either of theſe . 
will involve you in 2 you will not 


eaſily ſhake off. Leet it be remembered, 


* wife is dated Zoth July, 1796, 


that Tom Pans when he wrote this letter 
had reſided almoſt a year under the roof of 
the American miniſter, was then reſident un- 
der the ſame roof, and for many months af- 
yards e to refide there. ; 


Abe Laſt letter of Tout Paryz to Preſident. 


when moſt probably he was ſtill enjoying the 
friendly hoſpitality of the American miniſter. 
It conſiſts of upw-ards of fifty pages, and 
comprehends the two former, which afe 
made parts of it. Theſe three letters were 
ſent to the editor of the Aurora, the libel 
pt inter r againſt the late Preſident and his mea- 
ſures, and the friend of the American miniſ- 
ter, in order that they might be publiſhed. 


Some extracts may be ſeen in the Aurora, 1 


believe, k 


: 1 Soteio's Reflitons : * 
. - | pelleve, and the whole in a iind 
Vas printed by him in the fall of 1796, when” 

| - the minds of our citizens were drawn to the 
choice of a ſucceſſor to the Preſident, of the 
83 Vnited States, who Bad previouſly: publiſhed. 
ä determination to retire: It is well known 
to exery batly. that in the conteſt at the late 
election for Preſident, the real political queſ- Fey 
- + tion'tobe decided Wag, whether the Waſhing. 
„ . tonjan ſyſtem of adminiſtration ſhould, be 
continued or not, Which. ſyſtem was too in- 
3 dependent to be pleaſing to France. The 


* 
*- 


„ French Republic was intent on raiſing to the Sn | 


* 4 : + helm Mr. JEFFERSON, who was deemed by * 
„ ee appears ſince from his reputed ſetter 
« - to Mazzci, was juſtly deemed, hoſtile to that 
political ſyſtem, if not to the conſtitution 2 
ſelf of the United States. The following is 
an extract from this almoſt incredible but 
ever memorable letter to Mazzei. Our g 
l ſituation is prodigiouſſy changed 
ſince you left us. Inſteadd of that noble love 


which carried us triumpflantly through the 
dangers of the war, an anglo-monarchico- 
8 +” - ariſtocratic« _ 


* 
La, 1 * 


of liberty, and that republican government, 


* 
9 £ C 
* * 


. 


* 


r 


= 


— 


* 


» ; On Monzor's Fiew,, . 1 * 
_riſtoeratic party has ariſen, Their ay 

obje@ is to impoſe on us the ſubſtance; as 
they. have already given us the form of the 
Britiſh government, &c. The only impos. - 
cant change of goyernment | to which the wri- 
ter alluded, was from "the old confederation 
to the preſent conſtitution;Which fs like (as he 


© ſays) to the Briti government, and is not 


4 


©, pected. to love or revere it, but t6 hate it, 


9 


4 


republican. Or courſe he cannot be ex- | 


" & this is his real opinion'of our conſtitution, ' 
This letter alſo adds ce It as ſufctent that 


5 we guard ourſelyes; and that we break the 


lilipurian ties by which they have bound us 
in the firſt ſlumbers which ſucceeded our la- 
bours.” What does this mean? What 
are the lilliputian ties which the author means, 

As I conceive, the ties of the conſtitution, 
and none elſe can be underſtood. Moreover, 
the letter ſays, “we have againſt us the Ex- 
ecutive power, the Judiciaty power, all the of. 
ficers of government, and all who are ſeek. 
ing offices, all timid men. Need it be aſked 
who is or can be meant by the Executive . | 


2 but the Preſident of the United 


N | » Stats. 


. 
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* „States. In ſhort, what does this ſentence 


mean but that the whole adminiſtration, the 
Preſident, the Judges and all the other offi- 


dectroy dhe liberties of America.” Laſtly, 


TE. theqriter obſerves, © it ſuffices that uwe ar- 


reſt the progreſs of that ſyſtem of ingratitude 


L and injuſtice, towards, France from which 


— 
*/ 


they wopld allienate us to; bring us under 
2055 influence, &e.”/ 1 ſhall not permit 


myſelf to comment on theſe paſſages of the 
letter to Maazei. But ] do not now heſitate 

c fay that I believe, and that it is generally 

delieved, that this letter was written by Mr. 


>, Jeep £880N, If genuine, it ſurely proves that 
the expectations of France were. well found- 


* 


—*% local and other conſiderations, many of our | 
* good citizens were diſpoſed to favor his elec- 


** 


ed. For a long time before the election, all 


Frenchmen, all American democrats, and all 
- malcontents had fixed on him to ſucceed the 


preſidential authoxity and had made this the 
grand object of their political purſuits. From 


ion al alſo, at that time beheving him more at- 
W 2 tached 


o 


cebrs are oppoſed to Republican govarnment 
and attached to monarchy and are ready to 


- 


% = 


| 
Ll 


mched to the conſtitution and leſs oppoſed 
to the Waſpingtonian adminiſtration, . than 


they are now from ſubſequent. information 
authoriſed to believe. 


To promote the election of this gentleman, 
all means were, it is believed, called into ac- 


tion, which were in the power of the French 


Republic. From this cauſe proceeded the 
letter of To PAIxx to Preſident WWASHING- 
To, to which I have referred, a letter, that 


is become very notorious, and is known by 
the appellation of the infamous letter of Tour 
Parws: It made its appearance at a time 
when it might impreſs the public opinion 
againſt any man who wiſhed for a continu- 


ance of the ſyſtem on which Preſident 
Was HIN rox had adminiſtered the govern- 


ment. Soon after this, other publications of 
the ſame tendency were made; nor was an 


time thought ſo ſuitable for Mr. ApET to 
publiſh the angry manifeſto of the French 
Republic, as when, in the ſtate of Pennſyl- 


were about to give their 


vania the peop 
votes for electors of the Preſident ofthe 
United States. It was on the votes of this 
| tate, 

k : 4 . 
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9 


8 


n -— 


. mg Scirro's —— 


8 kate, which, fromthe cpa o th . 
Vvere almoſt certain of being all on the ſame 


pend. That the, manifeſto had a ſenſible ef- 
ect on ſome of the inhabitants of our city of 
; the ſociety of friends, is not to be doubted. 


N . $f 2. 


In this letter Tom Pains, PY himſelF 


2, rl prove it to have been deſicient, if not perſidi- 
* ous, asg well as unjuſt in reſpect to France. 


This is what Mr. Moxnox in his book does: 


"3. 


. | 1 Pp the. opinion which is contained in the let- 


che French Republic, by her - funQionaries. 
has often repeated. That the people ſhould 
„believe that this charge is well founded, and: 
that their confidence and affection were mif-. 
„ Placed i m their former Preſident, is deemed ' 


+ Ws 


95:7 7 « oppoſed to almoſt the whole of his (Man. 
I vors.) adminiſtration, and promiſes to 


in ſubſtance undertake to prove: This too 


ter to MAZ Z EI; and this is the charge that 


m 


ali, / that. de decan war fanp Bd ind, 


— 


an important preliminary, to the ſucceſs of 


their plan of bringing about a change in the 


/ preſent adminiſtration, and - perhaps in he, y 
conſtitution. Some of the writers avow this. 


. 7 _ Inrigagin expres 8 and Ton Palxx 


— = declares 


4 * 


4 - 0 


* 


* 


y * 
_ 
* 


* 


F 


* 


|  thors held a free communion of ſentiments 


declares his wiſh to change the conſtitutinn 


braced in To Painez's letter, it muſt be 


quotations to prove this, I ſhall rely on the ? a 
candor of thoſe who ſhall read both, for tzge 


world: But as I have adverted to the patron- 8 8 


age afforded by Mr. Mox Ro, in his ory 1 
houſe, to Tou Palxx, for the ſpace of moe 
than * * „ yo wit there . * 
„„ Writing 


4 Z *; 
y A 
* be 1 
a » 
R . . 
* 
. 
” * 
% * ' 
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in fome inſtances : which are mentioned in 4 75 


Upon the political 2 which are em- 


obſerved that his opinions are conſonate with * 
| thoſe of Mr. Monzoz on the ſame ſubjects „ 
they are expreſſed in his letter and narrative. 5 F 
The ſimilarity of ideas, and in a few inſtan- | 
ces of expreſſions, is ſo ſtriking, that the re- | 
der would naturally believe that the two au- 


with each other, while they lived under the | 
ſame roof. As it would be tedious®to male 


accuracy of the remark : nor ſhall I quote 
from the letter the many opprobrious and * » ® 
ſlanderous expreſſions which run throughout. ks 
it, and which call forth the indignation of fd 
every honeſt man in every quarter of tee 


* = 
* * * 
' 4 
= - 


Sorrio's Reflefions A 
#-writing inſolent letters to Preſident ahn], If 
Tow, to be communicated through the me- 
dium of Bachz $ Aurora, deſigned to injure * 

"Ip ** ” _ the reputation of the Preſident, 10 promote 


the views of the French Republic in regard to 
his ſucceſſor; to ſtrengthen the French faction 2 
; Nan us, ſhake the confidence of the people 1 
in all«thoſe who approve and ſupported the 
| Wammoron ſyſtem, from a conviction that 5 
it was the wiſeſt n beſt for the common hap- 
| pinelſs, [ muſt not, cannot forbear to preſent 1 
* 4 to public conſideration the laſt paragraph of 5 N 
„that moſt infamous letter, from this ſample 155 - 54 
© well ma; be imagined the Teſt. It is as fol 
„bons, * this is the round upon which Am- . 
., * now ſtands. All her rights of commerce | 3 
and navigation have to commence anew, and 
iuhat with the loſs of character to begin with, , 
III there is ſenſe of ſhame enough left in the 
>=: heart to call a bluſh into the cheek, the 
* WasHINGTON adminiſtration muſt be aſham- 
ed to appear—and as to you, Sir, treather- 
s — aus in private friendſhip (for ſo you have 
| been to me, and that, in the day of danger, 
1 and 3 in public life, the world will be | 
F — pauzzled 
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* to decide whether you are an apoſ · 
7 % tate or an impoſter; whether you have aban- on 
doned good principles, or whether you erer 
had any 3” Who would have thought it K 
poſſible that the author of this paragraph was - 
the. companion of the American miniſter,#n 2 . 
his own, houſe at Paris * has been proved, 
he and who can deny itaſter reading the proofs ? _ g 
In addition to the inſtances of miſconduct e 1 
| in his miniſtry which have been ſpecified and. '®. «i 
| = aggravation of them, Mr. Moxnos- while 
5 an American miniſter is proved to have been 
AL" the patron of Tou Pains the libel writer, 
and the confidential friend of BacRx the libel 
printer, againſt he Preſident and His admin- 


Z 4 ++ 

| _ 

22 8 WY. 
- ” 


"iſtration. i an ö 1 

. From the ſingle motive of doing good, I | 
a have ſubmitted my view of our late mini. | 
ter's conduct, ariſing principally from the , * _ 


documents which he has publiſhed. Ought 
the patron of Tou Paine, ought the friend 
of Bach, ought the man who had com- 
mitted the acts of miſconduct to which I have 
adverted, ought the man who poſſeſſed the _. 


 - Confidence of the oppolitign. artyin this 
85 * | . * 


5 


probably coincill with his own, than to the 
opinions and ſentiments of your, Preſident. 
_"Onght ſuch a man to have been continued as 
miniſter of the United States to the French 
Republic ? Ought his aſſociates in politics 
any longer to be countenanced. Ought they ” 
not all be abandoned as inſidious enemies to . 
the publie weal, to the union, felicity and i in- 


dependence of theſe United States. . 4 
N. B. In No. ats ledign 8, at the word 
Sed, ends the lentence. 
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"as. Schier Reflltiy ke, 3 4 
; IF N 
F- i 1 5 Dountry and of the French Rulers which he 

_-Aendeavoured to acquire by his + ſubſerviency, ©: 
2 ** Ht the man who'paid more. deference to 


» * 


the judgment of che French faction which 0 
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